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The aim of this work has been to sketch the varii 
periods and styles of architecture with the broadest possi- 
ble strokes, and to mention, with such brief characterization 
as seemed permissible or necessary, the most important 
works of each period or style. Extreme condensation 
in presenting the leading facts of architectural history 
has been necessary, and much that would rightly claim 
place in a larger work has been omitted here. The dan- 
ger was felt to be rather in the direction of too much 
detail than of too little. While the book is intended 
primarily to meet the special requirements of the college 
student, those of the general reader have not been lost 
sight of. The majority of the technical terms used are 
defined or explained in the context, and the small remain- 
der in a glossary at the end of the work. Extended criti- 
cism and minute description were out of the question, and 
discussion of controverted points has been inconsequence 
as far as possible avoided. 

The illustrations have been carefully prepared with a 
view to elucidating the text, rather than for pictorial 
effect. With the exception of some fifteen cuts repro- 
duced from LUbke's Geschichle der Arehikktur (by kind per- 
mission of Messrs. Seemann, of Leipzig), the illustrations 
I are almost all entirely new. A large number are from 
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HISTORY OF ARCHITECTURE. 



INTRODUCTION. 



A HISTORY of architecture is a reconl of man's efforts to 
build beautifully. The erection of structures devoid of 
beauty is mere building, a trade and not an art. Edifices 
in which strength and stability alone are sought, and in 
designing which only utilitarian considerations have been 
followed, are properly works of engineering. Only when 
the idea of beauty is added to that of use does a structure 
lake its place among works of architecture. We may, then, 
define architecture as the art which seeks to harmonize in a 
building the requirements of utility and of beauty. It is 
the most useful of the fine arts and the noblest of the use- 
ful arts. It touches the life of man at every point. It is 
concerned not only in sheltering his person and ministering 
to his comfort, but also in providing him with places for 
worship, amusement, and business ; with tombs, memorials, 
embellishments for his cities, and other structures for the 
varied needs of a complex civilization. It engages the ser- 
vices of a larger portion of the community and involves 
greater outlays of money than any other occupation except 
agriculture. Everyone at some point comes in contact 
with the work of the architect, and from this universal con- 
tact architecture derives its significance as an index of the 

i civilization of an age, a race, or a people. 
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XXU INTRODUCTION. 

It is the function of tlie liistorian of architecture to trace" 
the origin, growth, and decline of the architectural styles 
which have prevailed in different lands and ages, and to 
show how they have reflected the great movements of civil- 
ization. The migrations, the conquests, the commercial, 
social, and religious changes among different peoples have 
all manifested themselves in the changes of their architect- 
ure, and it is the historian's function lo show this. It is 
also his function to explain the principles of the styles, 
their characteristic forms and decoration, and to describe 
the great masterpieces of each style and period, 

STYLE is a quality; the "historic styles" are phases of 
development. Style is character expressive of definite con- 
ceptions, as of grandeur, gaiety, or solemnity. An historic 
style is the particular phase, the characteristic manner of 
design, which prevails at a given time and place. It is not 
the result of mere accident or caprice, but of intellectual, 
moral, social, religious, and even political conditions, 
Gothic architecture could never have been invented by the 
Greeks, nor could the Egyptian styles have grown up in 
Italy. Each style is based upon some fundamental principle 
Springing from its surrounding civilization, which under- 
goes successive developments until it either reaches perfec- 
tion or its possibilities are exhausted, after which a period 
of decline usually sets in. This is followed either by a re- 
action and the introduction of some radically new principle 
leading to the evolution of a new style, or by the final de- 
cay and extinction of the civilization and its replacement 
by some younger and more virile element. Thus the his- 
tory of architecture appears as a connected chain of causes 
and effects succeeding each other without break, each style 
growing out of that which preceded it, or springing out of 
the fecundating contact of a higher with a lower civiliza- 
tion. To study architectural styles is therefore to study a 
branch of the history of civilization. 
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r Technically, architectural styles are Identified by the 
means they employ to cover enclosed spaces, by the char- 
acteristic forms of the supports and other members (piers 
columns, arches, mouldings, traceries, etc.), and by their 
decoration. The plan should receive special attention, since 
it shows the arrangement of the points of support, and 
^_ hence the nature of the structural design. A comparison, 
^^k for example, of the plans of the Hypostyle Hall at Karnak 
^H (Fig. 11, h) and of the Basilica of Constantine (Fig. 58) 
^H shows at once a radical diiference in constructive principle 
^H between the two edifices, and hence a difference of style, 
^H BTSUCTUaAI FRIHCIFLES. All architecture is based on one 
^H or more of three fundamental structural principles ; that of 
^H the linlel. of the arch or vault, and of the truss. The princi- 
^H pie of the lintel is that of resistance to transverse strains, 
^^1 and appears in all construction in which a cross-piece or 
^^ft beam rests on two or more vertical supports. The arch or 
^^K Tanlt makes use of several pieces to span an opening be- 
^^B tween two supports. These pieces are in compression and 
^H exert lateral pressures or //Sr«j/.f which are transmitted to the 
^^B supports or abutments. The thrust must be resisted either 
^^B by the massiveness of the abutments or by the opposition to 
^H it of counter-thrusts from other arches or vaults. Roman 
^^1 builders used the first, Gothic builders the second of these 
^^1 means of resistance. The txaii is a framework so composed 
^^H of several pieces of wood or metal that each shall best resist 
^^B the particular strain, whether of tension or compression, to 
^^H -which it is subjected, the whole forming a compound beam 
^^1 or arch, It is especially applicable to very wide spans, and 
^^K is the most characteristic feature of modern construction. 
^^m How the adoption of one or another of these principles 
^^B affected the forms and even llie decoration of the various 
^^B styles, will be shown in the succeeding chapters. 
^H RIBTOBIO DETELOPMEMT. Geographically and chronolog- 
^^M ically, architecture appears to have originated in the Nile 
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valley. A second centre of development is found in the 
valley of the Tigris and Euphrates, not uninfluenced by the 
older Egyptian art. Through various channels the Greeks 
inherited from Ijoth Egyptian and Assyrian art, the two 
influences being discernible even through the strongly origi- 
nal aspect of Greek architecture. The Romans in turn, 
adopting the external details of Greek architecture, trans- 
formed its substance by substituting the Etruscan arch for 
the Greek construction of columns and lintels. They de- 
veloped a complete and original system of construction and 
decoration and spread it over the civilized world, which has 
never wholly outgrown or abandoned it. 

With the fall of Rome and the rise of Constantinople 
these forms underwent in the East another transformation, 
called the Byzantine, in the development of Christian domi- 
cal church architecture. In the North and West, mean- 
while, under the growing institutions of the papacy and of 
the monastic orders and the emergence of a feudal civiliza- 
tion out of the chaos of the Dark Ages, the constant pre- 
occupation of architecture was to evolve from the basilica 
type of church a vaulted structure, and to adorn it through- 
out with an appropriate dress of constructive and symbolic 
ornament. Gothic architecture was the outcome of this 
preoccupation, and it prevailed throughout northern and 
western Europe until nearly or quite the ciose of the fif- 
teenth century. 

During this fifteenth century the Renaissance style ma- 
tured in Italy, where it speedily triumphed over Gothic fash- 
ions and produced a marvellous series of civic monuments, 
palaces, and churches, adorned with forms borrowed or 
imitated from classic Roman art. This influence spread 
through Europe in the sixteenth century, and ran a course 
of two centuries, after which a period of servile classicism 
was followed by a rapid decline in taste. To this succeeded 
the eclecticism and confusion of the nineteenth century, to 
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which the rapid growth of new requirements and develop- 
ment of new resources have largely contributed. 

In Eastern lands three great schools of architecture have 
grown up contemporaneously with the above phases of 
Western art ; one under the influence of Mohammedan 
civilization, another in the Krahman and Huddhist archi- 
tecture of India, and the third in China and Japan, The 
first of these is the richest and most important. Primarily 
inspired from Byzantine art, always stronger on the decora- 
tive than on the constructive side, it has given to the world 
the mosques and palaces of Northern Africa, Moorish Spain, 
Persia, Turkey, and India. The other two schools seem to 
be wholly unrelated to the first, and have no affinity with 
the architecture of Western lands. 

Of Mexican, Central American, and South American 
architecture so little is known, and that little is so remote 
in history and spirit from the styles above enumerated, that 
it belongs ratber to archseology than to architectural his- 
tory, and will not be considered in this work. 

Note. — The reader's attention is called to the Appendix 
to this volume, in which are gathered some of the results of 
recent investigations and of the architectural progress of the 
last few years which could not readily be introduced into 
the text of this edition. The General Bibliography and the 
lists of books recommended have been revised and brought 
up to date. 
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PRIMITIVE AND PREHISTORIC ARCHITECTURE. 

Books Recommended : Desor, Les constructions lacustra 
du lac de Neufehatel. Fergusson, Rude Slone Monuments. 
R. C. Hoare, Ancient Wiltshire. Lyell, The Antiquity of 
Man. Lubbock, Prehistoric Times. Nadaillac, frehistorie 
America. Rougemont, L'age du Bronze. Tylor, Primitive 
Culture. 

E&ELT BEOmNlBOS. It is impossible to trace the early 
stages of the process by which true architecture grew out 
of the first rude attempts of man at building. The oldest 
existiDg monuments of architecture — -those of Chaldasa and 
Egypt — belong to an advanced civilization. The rude and 
elementary structures built by savage and barbarous peo- 
ples, like the Hottentots or the tribes of Central Africa, 
are not in themselves works of architecture, nor is any in- 
stance known of the evolution of a civilized art from such 
beginnings. So far as the monuments testify, no savage 
people ever raised itself to civilization, and no primitive 
method of building was ever developed into genuine archi- 
tecture, except by contact with some existing civilization 
of which it appropriated the spirit, the processes, and the 
forms. How the earliest architecture came into existence 
is as yet an unsolved problem. 

PBOUIITZ AROHIIECTtntS is therefore a subject for the ar- 
chEBologist rather than the historian of art, and needs here 
only the briefest mention. If we may judge of the condi- 
tion of the primitive races of antiquity by that of the sav- 
age and barbarous people5*»*^-Q»*'-«Twn time, they required 
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only the simplest kinds of buildings, though the purposes 
which they served were the same as those of later times in 
civilized communities. A hut or house for shelter, a shrine 
of some sort for worship, a stockade for defence, a cairn or 
mound over the grave of the chief or hero, were provided 
out of the simplest materials, and these often of a perish- 
able nature. Poles supplied the framework ; wattles, skins, 
or mud the walls ; thatching or stamped earth the roof. 
Only the simplest tools were needed for such elementa- 
ry construction. There was ingenuity and patient labor 
in work of this kind ; but there was no planning, no fit- 
ting together into a complex organism of varied materials 
shaped with art and handled with science. Above all, 
there was no progression toward higher ideals of fitness 
and beauty. Rudimentary art displayed itself mainly in 
objects of worship, or in carvings on canoes and weapons, 
executed as talismans to ward off misfortune or to charm 
the unseen powers; but even this art was sterile and never 
grew of itself into civilized and progressive art. 

Yet there must have been at some point in the remote 
past an exception to this rule. Somewhere and somehow 
the people of Egypt must have developed from crude be- 
ginnings the architectural knowledge and resource which 
meet us in the oldest monuments, though every vestige of 
that early age has apparently perished. But although 
nothing has come down to us of the actual work of the 
builders who wrought in the primitive ages of mankind, 
there exist throughout Europe and Asia almost countless 
monuments of a primitive character belonging to relatively 
recent limes, but executed before the advent of historic 
civilization to the regions where they are found. A gen- 
eral resemblance among them suggests a common heritage 
of traditions from the hoariest antiquity, and throws light 
on the probable character of the transition from barbaric 
1 architecture. 
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paZHIBTOBIO MOHTFlOBHTa. These monuments vary widely I 

in aije as well as in excellence : some of them belong to 
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in age as well as in excellence ; some of them belong to 
Roman or even Christian liraes ; others to a much remoter 
period. They are divided into two principal classes, the 
megalithic structures and lake dwellings. The latter class 
may be dismissed with the briefest mention. It comprises 
a considerable number of very primitive houses or huts 
built on wooden piles in the lakes of Switzerland and sev- 
eral other countries in both hemispheres, and forming in 
some cases villages of no mean size. Such villages, built 
over the water for protection from attack, are mentioned 
by the writers of antiquity and portrayed on Assyrian re- 
liefs. The objects found in them reveal an incipient but 
almost stationary civilization, extending back from three 
thousand to five thousand years or more, and lasting 
through the ages of stone and bronze' down into historic 
times. 

The mefr&litbio remains of Europe and Asia are far more 
important. They are very widely distributed, and consist 
in most cases of great blocks of stone arranged in rows, 
circles, or avenues, sometimes with huge lintels resting 
upon them. Upright stones without lintels are called men- 
hirs ; standing in pairs with lintels they are known as ofe/- 
rr / the circles are called cromlechs. Some of the stones 
of gigantic size, some roughly hewn into shape ; others 
left as when quarried. Their age and purpose have been 
much discussed without reaching positive results. It is 
probable that, like the lake dwellings, they cover a long 
range of time, reaching from the dawn of recorded history 
some thousands of years back into the unknown past, and 
that they were erected by races which have disappeared 
before the migrations to which Europe owes her present 
popalations. That ino<it of them were in some way con- 
nected with the worship of these prehistoric peoples is gen- 
erally admitted ; but whether as temples, tombs, or memo- 
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rials of historical or mythical events cannot, in all cases, be 
positively asserted. They were not dwellings or palaces, and 
very few were even enclosed buildings. They are imposing 
by the size and number of their immense stones, but show 
no sign of advanced art, or of conscious striving after beauty 
of design. The small number of " carved stones," bearing 
singular ornamental patterns, symbolic or mystical rather 
than decorative in intention, really tends to prove this 
statement rather than to controvert it. It is not impossi- 
ble that the dolmens were generally intended to be covered 
by mounds of earth. This would group them with the 
tumuli referred to below, and point to a sepulchral purpose 
in their erection. Some antiquaries, Fergusson among 
them, contend that many of the European circles and 
avenues were intended as battle-monuments or trophies. 

There are also walls of great antiquity in various parts 
of Europe, intended for fortification ; the most important 
of these in Greece and Italy will be referred to in later 
chapters. They belong to a more advanced art, some of 
them even deserving to be classed among works of archaic 
architecture. 

The tnmnli, or burial mounds, which form so large a part 
of the prehistoric remains of both continents, are interest- 
ing to the architect only as revealing the prototypes of the 
pyramids of Egypt and the subterranean tombs of Mycdne 
and other early Greek centres. The piling of huge cairns 
or commemorative heaps of stone is known from the Script- 
ures and other ancient writings to have been a custom of 
the greatest antiquity. The pyramids and the Mausoleum 
at HalicarnaiBsus are the most imposing and elaborate out- 
growths of this practice, of which the prehistoric tumuli are 
the simpler manifestations. 

These crude and elementary products of undeveloped 
civilizations have no place, however, in any list of genuine 
architectural works. They belong rather to the domain of 
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archaeology and ethnology, and have received this brief 
mention only as revealing the beginnings of the builder's 
art, and the wide gap that separates them from that gen- 
uine architecture which forms the subject of the following 
chapters. 

XOHUMEKTS: The most celebrated in England are at Avebtuy, an 
avenue, large and small circles, barrows, and the great tumuli of Bartlow 
and Silbury ** Hills ; " at Stonehenge, on Salisbury Plain, great megalithic 
circles and many barrows; ** Sarsen stones" at Ashdown ; tumuli, dol- 
mens, chambers, and circles in Derbyshire. In Ireland, many cairns and 
circles. In Scotland, circles and barrows in the Orkney Islands. In 
France, Camac and Lokmariaker in Brittany are especially ricl^ in doU 
mens, circles, and avenues. In Scandinavia, Germany, and Italy, In In* 
4ia and in Africa, are many similar remains. 
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EGYl'TTAN ARCHITECTURE. 

Books RECOMMENDEn : ChatnpoUion, Monuments He I'E^flr 
et lie la Nubie. Choisy, L'ari lie bS.Hr chez les Egyptiens. 
Flinders-Petrie, Hislotj of Egypt ; Ten Years Digging m Egypt, 
i^i~Qi^ jomard. Description de I'Egypte, Antiquitis. Lep. 
sius, Denkmdier aus Aegyptin unit Aethiepirn. Mariette, Mon- 
uments of Upper Egypt. Maspero. Egyptian Archaology. Per- 
rot and Chipiez, History of Art in Ancient Egypt. Prisse 
d'Avennes, Histoire de Part igyptien. Reber, History of 
Ancient Art. Rossellini, Monumenti del Egitto. Wilkinson, 
Manners and Customs of Aneient Egyptians. 

idUn) AHD PEOPLE. As long ago as 5000 b.c, the Egyptians 
were a people already highly civilized, and sUilled in the arts of 
peace and war. The narrow valley of the Nile, fertilized by the 
periodic overflow of the river, was flanked by rocky heights, 
nearly vertical in many places, which afforded abundance 
of excellent building stone, while they both isolated the 
Egyptians and protected them from foreign aggression. 
At the Delta, however, the valley widened out, with the 
falling away of these heights, into broad lowlands, from 
which there was access to the outer world. 

The art history of Egypt may be divided into five pe- 
riods as follows : 

I. The Ancient Empire {cir. 4500 ?-3ooo B.C.), compris- 
ing the first ten dynasties, with Memphis as the capital. 

II. The First Thebapj Monarchy or Middle Empire 
(3000-2(00 ii.c.) comprising the eleventh, twelfth, and thir- 
leenlli dynasties reignmg at Thebes 
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The Hyksos invasion, or incursion of Uic Shepherd Kings, 
interrupted the current of Egyptian art history for a period of 
unknown length, probably not less than four or five centuries. 

III. The Second 'I'iieban Monarchv (1700 ?-iooo u.c), 
comprising the eighteenth to twentieth dynasties inclusive, 

the great period of Egyptian history ; the age of con- 
quests and of vast edifices. 

IV. The Decadence or Saitic Period (1000-314 B.C.), 
comprising the dynasties twenty-one to thirty (Saitic, Bu- 
bastid, Ethiopic, etc.), reigning at Sais, Tanis, and Bubastis, 
and the Persian conquest ; a period almost barren of im- 
portant monuments. 

(Periods III. and IV. constitute together the period of 
the New Empire, if we omit the Persian dominion.) 

The Revival (from 324 B.C. to cir. 330 a.d.) comprises 
the Ptolemaic or Macedonian and Roman dominations. 

THE ASQUtn EXFIOE: TEE PYRAKISS. The great works 
of this period are almost exclusively sepulchral, and include 
the most ancient buildings of which we have any remains- 
While there is little of strictly architectural art, the over- 
whelming size and majesty of the Pyramids, and the audac- 
ity and skill shown in their construction, entitle them to the 
first place in any sketch of this period. They number over 
a hundred, scattered in iix groups, from Ahu-Roash in the 
north to Meidoum in the south, and are of various shapes 
and iizes. They are all royal tombs and belong to the first 
twelve dynasties ; each contains a sepulchral chamber, and 
each at one time possessed a small chapel adjacent to it, 
but this has, in alntost every case, perished. 

Three pyramids surpass all the rest by their prodigious 

He ; these are at Ghizeh and belong to the fourth dynasty. 
They are known by the names of their builders ; the oldest 
and greatesFbeing that of Cheops, or Khufu ; * the second. 
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that of Chephren, or KhaCra ; and the third, that of Hycerl- 
nus, or Menkhara. Other smaller ones stand at the feet of 
these giauts. 

The base of the " Great Pyramid " measures 764 feet on 
a side ; its height is 482 feet, and its volume must have 
originally been nearly three and one-half million cubic 
yards (Fig, i). It is constructed of limestone upon a pla- 
teau of rock levelled to receive it, and was finished exter- 



tially, like its two neighbors, with a coating of polished 
stone, supposed by some to have been disposed tn bands of 
different colored granites, but of which it was long ago 
despoiled, ftit contained three principal chambers and an 
elaborate system of inclined passages, all executed in 
finely cut granite and limestone. The sarcophagus was in 
the uppermost chamber, above which the superincumbent 
weight was relieved by open spaces and a species of rudi- 
mentary arch of A-shape (Fig. 2). The other two pyra- 
mids differ from that of Cheops in the details of their 
arrangement and in size, not in the principle of their con- 
struction. Chephren is 454 feet high, with a base 71J 
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'Square. Mycerinus, which still retains its casing ofl 
pink granite, is but 3i3 feet in height, with a base 253 feetT 
on a side. 

Among the other pyramids there is considerable variety ' 
both of type and material. At 
Sakkarah is one 190 feet high, 
constructed in six unequal steps 
on a slightly oblong base measur- 
ing nearly 400 X 357 feet. It was 
attributed by Mariette 10 Ouene- 
phes, of the first dynasty, though 
now more generally ascribed to 
Senefrou of the third. At Abu- 
Seir and Meidoum are other 
stepped pyramids ; at Dashour is 
one having a broken slope, the 
lower part steeper than the up- 
per. Several at Meroe with un- 
usually steep Blopi;s bulone 




the Ethiopian dynasties of the 
Decadence. A number of 
pyramids are built of brick. 

TOKBB. The Ancient Em- 
pire has also left us a great 
number of tombs of the type 

I known as AfasUibas. These 
are oblong rectangular struct- 
ures of stone or brick with 
slightly inclined sides and ll.ii 
ceilings. They uniformly (ace 
the east, and are internally di- 
vided into three parts ; the « 
chamber or chapel, the serdab, 
and the well. In the first of these, 




next the entrance, ' 

I or " double," for whom 
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also scenes of festivity or worship were carved and painted 
on its wails to minister to his happiness in his incorporeal 
life. The serdabs, or secret inner chambers, of which there 
were several in each mastaba, contained statues of the de- 
funct, by which the existence and identity of the Ka were 
preserved. Finally came the well, leading to the mum- 
my chamber, deep underground, which contained the sar- 
cophagus. The sarcophagi, both of this and later ages, 
are good examples of the minor architecture of Egypt ; 
many of them are panelled in imitation of wooden con- 
struction and richly decorated with color, symbols, and 
hieroglyphs. 

OTH£B HOVUKEHTS. Two Other monuments of the An- 
cient Empire also claim attention : the Sphinl and the adja- 
cent so-called "Sphinx 
temple " at Clhizeh. The 
first of these, a huge sculp- 
ture carved from the rock, 
represents Harmachis in 
the form of a human- 
headed lion. It isordina- 
rily partiy buried m the 
sand ; is 70 feet long by 66 
feet high, and forms one of the most striking monuments of 
Egyptian art. Close to it lie the nearly buried ruins of the tem- 
ple once supposed to be that of the Sphinx, but now proved 
by Peirie to have been erected in connection with the second 
pjn-amid. The plan and present aspect of this venerable 
edifice are shown in Figs. 3 and 4. The hall was roofed with 
stone lintels carried on sixteen square monolithic piers of 
alabaster. The whole was buried in a rectangular mass of 
masonry and revetted internally with alabaster, but was 
wholly destitute internally as well as externally of decora- 
tion or even of mouldings. With the exception of scanty 
ins of a few of the pyramid-temples or chapels, and the 
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temple discovered by Peirie in Mcidoum, it is the only sur- 
vival from the temple architecture of that early age. 

THE KIDDLE EKPIEE : TOMBS. The monuments tif this 
|)erif)fl, as of the pre- 
ceding, are almost whol- 
ly sepulchral. We now 
encounter two types of 
tombs. One, structural 
and pyramidal, is repre- 
sented by many exam- 
ples at Abydos, the most 
venerated of all the bur- 
ial grounds of Egypt 
(Fig, 5). All of these are 
built of brick, and are of 
moderate size and little artistic interest. The second type 
is that of tombs cut in the vertical cliffs of the west bank 
of the Nile Valley, The entrance to these faces eastward 
as required by tradi- 
tion ■ the 



of ti e excavation point- 
mj, toward the land of 
the Sun of Night. But 
such tunnels only he- 
come works of archi- 
tecture when, in addi- 
tion to the customary 
mural paintings, they 
receive a decorative 
treatment in the design 
of their structural forms. Such a treatment appears in 
several tombs at Beni-Hassan, in which columns are re- 
served in cutting away the rock, both in ihe chapel- 
chambers and in the vestibules or porches which precede 
them. These columns are polygonal in some cases, clustered 
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in others. The former type, with eight, sixteen, or thirty- 
two sides (in these last the arrises or edges are emphasized 
by a slight concavity in each face, like embryonic fluting), 
have a square abacus, suggesting the Greek Doric order, 
and giving rise to the name proto-Doric {I'ig. 6). Col- 
umns of this type are also found at Karnak, Kalabsh^, 
Amada, and Abydos. A reminiscence of primitive wood 
construction is seen in the dentils over the plain architrave 
of the entrance, which in other respects recalls the triple 







entrances to certam mastabas of the Old Empire. These 
dentils ire imitations of the ends of rafters, and to some 
archaeologists suggest a wooden origin for the whole system 
of columnar design. But these rock-cut shafts and heavy, 
architraves in no respect resemble wooden prototypes, 
but point rather to an imitation cut in the rock of a well-' 
developed, pre-existing system of stone construction, some 
of whose details, however, were undoubtedly derived from 
early methods of building in wood. The vault was below 
the chapel and reached by a separate entrance. The ■ 
serdab was replaced by a niche in which was the figure of 
the defunct carved from the native rock. Some of the . 
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tombs employed in the cliape I -chamber columns of quatrefoil 
section with capitals like clustereil buds (Fig. 7), and this 
type became in the next period one of the most character- 
istic forms of Egyptian architecture. 

TEKFLES. Of the temples of this period only two have 
left any remains of importance. Both belong to the twelfth 
dynasty (cir. 2200 B.C.). Of one of these many badly shat- 
tered fragments have been found in the ruins of Bubastis; 
these show the clustered type of lotus-bud column men- 
tioned above. The other, of which a few columns have 
been identified among the ruins of the Great Temple at 
Karnak, constituted the oldest part of that vast agglomera- 
tion of religious edifices, and employed columns of the so- 
called proto-Doric type. From these remains it appears 
that structural stone columns as well as those cut in the 
rock were used at this early period (2200 B.C.). Indeed, it 
is probable that the whole architectural system of the New 
Empire was based on models developed in the age we are 
considering ; that the use of multiplied columns of various 
types and the building of temples of complex plan adorned 
with colossal statues, obelisks, and painted reliefs, were 
perfectly understood and practised in this period. But the 
works it produced have perished, having been most prob- 
ably demolished to make way for the more sumptuous edi- 
fices of later times. 

THS NZW EKFtSE. This was the grand age of Egyptian ar- 
chitecture and history. An extraordinary series of mighty 
men ruled the empire during a long period following the 
expulsion of the Hyksos usurpers. The names of Thoth- 
mes, Amenophis, Halasu, Seti, and Rameses made glorious 
the eighteenth and nineteenth dynasties. Foreign con- 
quests in Ethiopia, Syria, and Assyria enlarged the terri- 
tory and increased the splendor of the empire. The major- 
ity of the most impressive ruins of Egypt belong to this 
period, and it was in these buildings that the characteristic 
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elt-mtrnts of Egyptian architecture were brought to perfec- 
tion and carried out on the grandest scale. 
TOMBBOFTHEKEWEMPIHE. Some of these are structural, 
; both types displaying considerable vari- 
ety in arrangement and detail. The 
rock-cut tombs of Bab-el-Molouk, 
among which are twenty-five royal 
sepulchres, are striking both by 
the simplicity of their openings 
and the depth and complexity of 
their shafts, tunnels, and chambers. 
From the pipe-like length of their 
tunnels they have since the time of 
Herodotus been known by the name 
syrinx. Every precaution was taken 
to lead astray and baffle the intend- 
ing violator of their sanctity. They 
penetrated hundreds of feet into the 
rock ; their chambers, often formed 
with columns and vault-like roofs, 
were resplendent with colored reliefs 
and ornament destined lo solace 
and sustain the shadowy Ka until 
the soul itself, the Ba, should arrive 
before the tribunal of Osiris, the 
Sun of Night. Most impressively 
/cw«i«:,«,rf,- ,, />/™. j^ ^^^^^ brilliant pictures,* intend- 
ed to be forever shut away from human eyes, attest the 
sincerity of the Egyptian belief and the conscientiousness 
of the art which it inspired. 

While the tomb of the private citizen was complete in it- 
self, containing the Ka-slatiies and often the chapel, as 
well as the mummy, the royal tomb demanded something 
more elaborate in scale and arrangement. In some cases 
• Sec Van Dyke's Hislofy of FaintiHg, Kigare I. 
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^^L external structures of temple- form took the place of the 

^^K underground chapel and serdab. The royal effigy, many 

^^1 times repeated in painting and sculpture throughout this 

^^V temple-like edifice, and flanking its gateways with cotos- 

^^B sal seated figures, made burled Ka-statues unnecessary. 

^^B Of these sepulchral temples three are of the first magni- 

^H tude. They are that of Queen Hatasn (XVlIIth dynasty) 

^B at Deir-el-Bahari ; that of Barneses II. (XlXth dynasty), 

^B the Kamesseum, near by to the southwest; and that 

^M of Rameses III. (XXlh dynasty) at Medinct Abou still 

further to the southwest. Like the tombs, these were all 

on the west side of the Nile; so also was the sepulchral 

temple of Amenophis III (XVlIIth dynasty), the Ameito- 

pheam, of which hardly a trace remains except the two 

seated colossi which, rising from the Theban plain, have 

astonished travellers from the times of Pausanias and 

Strabo down to our own. These mutilated figures, one of 

[ which has been known ever since classic times as the 

'vocal Memnon," are 56 feet high, and once flanked the 

mtrance to the forecourt of the temple of Amenophis. 

The plan of the Ramesseum, with its sanctuary, hypostyle 

hall, and forecourts, Its pylons and obelisks, is shown in 

Figure 8, and may be compared with those of other temples 

I given on pp. 17 and 18, That of Medinet Abou resembles 

[ it closely. The Ramesseum occupies a rectangle of 590 x 

[ 182 feet; the temple of Medinet Abou measures 500 x 160 

I feet, not counting the extreme width of the entrance pylons, 

r The temple of Hatasu at Deir-el-Bahari is partly excavated 

f and partly structural, a model which is also followed on a 

I smaller scale in several lesser tombs. Such an edifice is 

I called a hemis^eot. 
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CHAPTER IIL 

EGYPTIAN ARCHITECTURE— 0?«//«j^^ 
Books Recommended : Same as for Chapter II. 

TEXPLES. The surpassing glory of the New Empire was its 
great temples. Some of them were among the most stupen- 
dous creations of structural art. To temples rather than pal- 
aces were the resources and energies of the kings devoted, 
and successive monarchs found no more splendid outlet for 
their piety and ambition than the founding of new temples 
or the extension and adornment of those already existing. 
By the forced labor of thousands of fellaheen (the system is 
in force to this day and is known as the corvde) architectural 
piles of vast extent could be erected within the lifetime of 
a monarch. As in the tombs the internal walls bore pict- 
ures for the contemplation of the Ka, so in the temples 
the external walls, for the glory of the king and the de- 
lectation of the people, were covered with colored reliefs 
reciting the monarch's glorious deeds. Internally the 
worship and attributes of the gods were represented in a 
similar manner, in endless iteration. 

THE TEMPLE SCHEME. This is admirably shown in the 
temple of Khonsu, at Karnak, built by Rameses III. (XXth 
dynasty), and in the temple of Edfou (Figs. 9 and 10), though 
this belongs to the Roman period. It comprised a sanctu- 
ary or sekoSy a hypostyle (columnar) hall, known as the "hall 
of assembly," and a forecourt preceded by a double pylon or 
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gateway. Each of these part^ 
might he made more or less com- 
plex ill different temples, but the 
essential features are encountered 
everywhere under all changes of 
form. The building of a temple 
hegan with the sanctuary, which 
contained the sacred chamber and 
the shrine of the god, with sub- 
ordinate rooms for the priests and 
for various rites and functions. 
These chambers were low, dark, 
mysterious, accessible only to the 
priests and king. They were given 
a certain dignity by being raised 
upon a sort of platform above the 
general level, and reached by a 
few steps. They were sumptn- ■ 

ously decorated internally with ^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ 
ritual pictures in relief. The ri&. g.— imrLB of eljou, tlan. 
hail was sometimes loftier, but 

set on a slightly lower level ; its massive columns sup- 
ported a roof of stone lintels, and light was admitted either 
through clearstory windows under the roof of a central 
portion higher than the sides, as at Karnak, or over a low 
screen-wall built between the columns of the front row, as 
at Edfou and Denderah. This method was peculiar to the 
Ptolemaic and Roman periods. The court was usually sur- 
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rounded by a single or double colonnade ; sometimes, how- 
ever, this colonnade only flanked the sides or fronted the 
hall, or again was wholly wanting. The pylons were twin 
:resa-like masses flanking the entrance gate of the court. 
They were shaped like oblong truncated pyramids, crowned 
by flaring cornices, and were decorated on the outer face 
with masts carrying banners, with obelisks, or with seated 
colossal figures of the royal builder. An avenue of sphinxes 
formed the approach to the entrance, and the whole tem- 





ple precinct was surrounded by a wall, usually of crude 
'brick, pierced by one or more gates with or without 
^pylons. The piety of successive monarchs was displayed 

in the addition of new hypostyle halls, courts, pylons, or 
(Obelisks, by which the temple was successively extended 

in length, and sometimes also in width, by the increased 
'dimensions of the new courts. The great Temple of Kar- 
'□ak most strikingly illustrates this growth. Begun by 
•Osourtesen (Xllth dynasty) more than 2000 years B.C., 

it was not completed in its present form until the time of 
■the Ptolemies, when the last of the pylons and external 
-fjates were erected. 

The variations In the details of this general type were 
Numerous. Thus, at El Kab, the temple of Amenophis 111. 
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the sekos and hall but no forecourt. At Deir-el- 
Medineh the hall of the Ptolemaic Hathor-temple is a mere 
porch in two parts, while the enclosure within the circuit 
wall takes the place of the forecourt. At Karnak all the 
parts were repeated several times, and under Araenophts 
III, (XVIIIth dynasty) a wing was built at a nearly right 
angle to the main structure. At Luxor, to a complete lypi- 
cai temple were added three aisles of an unfinished hypo- 
style hall, and an elaborate forecourt, whose axis i^ inclined 
to that of the other buildings, owing to a bend of the river 
at that point. At Abydos a complex sanctuary of many 
chambers extends southeast at right angles to the general ■ 
i, find the first court is without columns. But in all 
E structures a certain unity of effect is produced by the 

^^Dfty pylons, the flat roofs diminishing in height over suc- 
cessive portions from the front to the sanctuary, the sloping 
windowless walls covered with carved and painted pictures, 
and the dim and massive interiors of the columnar halls, 

TEXFLEB OF KABK&K. Of these various temples that of 
Ameil-B& is incomparably the largest and most imposing. 
Its construction extended through the whole duration of 
the New Empire, of whose architecture it is a splendid 
rfsumi (Fig, ii). Its extreme length is 1.315 f^*^'. 3"^ its 
greatest width 376 feet. The sanctuary and its accessories, 
mainly built by Thothmes I. and Thothmes III., cover an 
urea nearly 456 X 290 feet in extent, and comprise two hypo- 
ktyle halls and countless smaller halls and chambers. It is 
receded by a narrow columnar vestibule and two pylons en- 
helosing a columnar atrium and two obelisks. This is entered 
b'om the Great Hypostyle Hall (/< in Fig, 11 ; Fig, 13), the 
single work of Kj-yi'ii-"' architecture, measuring 340 
X 170 feet, and coutainin(f 134 columns in sixteen rows, sup- 
porting a massive stone roof. The central columns with beli- 
capitals are 70 feet high and nearly 1 2 feet in diameter ; the ' 
■^Others are smaller and lower, with lotus-bud capitals, sup- 
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porting a roof lower than that over the three central aisles. 
A clearstory of stone-grated windows makes up the differ- 
ence in height between these two roufs. The interior, thus 
lighted, was splendid with painted reliefs, which helped not 
only to adorn the hall but to give scale to its massive parts. 
The whole stupendous creation was the work of three kings 
— Rameses I., Set) I., and Rameses II. (XlXth dynasty). 
In front of it was the great court, flanked by columns. 




and still showing the ruins of a central avenue of colossal 
pillars begun, but never completed, by the Bubastid kings 
of the XXIId dynasty. One or two smaller structures and 
the curious lateral wing built by Amenophis III., interrupt 
the otherwise orderly and symmetrical advance of this 
lilan from the sanctuary to the huge first pylon (last in 
point of date) erected by the Ptolemies. 

The smaller temple of Khonsu, south of that of Amen- 

Ra. has already been alluded to as a typical .example of 

templar design. Next to Kamak in importance conies the 

-^Temple of Lnzor in its immediate neighborhood. It has 

two forecourts adorned with double-aisled colonnades and 
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connected by what seems to be an unfinished hypostyle 
I hall. The RameBBemn and the temples of Hedinet Abou 

and Deir-El-fiahari have already been mentioneiJ (p. 15). 
L At (Jouniah and Abydos are the next most celebrated 
I temples of this period ; the first famous for its rich clus- 
Itered lotus-columns, the latter for its beautiful sanctuary 
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lambers, dedicated each to a different deity, and covered 
ith delicate painted reliefs of the time of Seti I. 

OKOTTO TEKFLES. Two other styles of temple remain to 
be noticed. The first is the subterranean or grotto temple, 
of which the two most famous, at Ipsamboul (Abou-simbel), 
were excavated by Rameses 11. They are truly colossal 
conceptions, reproducing hi the native rock the main feat- 
nres of structural temples, the court being represented bv 
the larger of two chambers in the Greater 'I'ennile (Fig. 13) 
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Their fapades are adorned with colossal seated figures ot ■ 
the builder ; the smaller has also two effigies of Nefert* I 
Ari, his consort. Nothing more striking and boldly inipres- I 
sive is to be met with in Egypt than these singular rock-cut fl 
facades. Other rock-cut temples of more modest dimen- 5 
sious are at Addeh, Fcraig, Beni-Hassan (the " Speos Arte- M 
midos"), Beit -el -Wall, and Silsileh. At Gherf-H ossein,! 
Asseboua, and Derri are temples partly excavated and partly J 
structural. I 

PSBIFXEKAL TEKFLEB. The last type of temple to b&fl 
noticed is represenied by only three or four structures 0*9 
moderate size ; it is the peripteral, in which a small cham-.H 
ber is surrounded by columns, usually mounted on a terrace* 
with vertical walls. They were mere chapels, hut are among I 
the most graceful of existing ruins. At I'hilre are two I 
structures, one by Nectanebo, the other Ptolemaic, res em- a 
bling peripteral temples, but without cella-chambers orJ 
roofs. They may have been waiting-courts for the adjoin-J 
ing temples. That at Elephantine (Amenophis III.) has H 
square piers at the sides, and columns only at the ends. 
Another by Thothmes II., at Medinet Abou, formed only a 
part (the sekos ?) of a larger plan. At Edfou is another, 
belonging to the Ptolemaic period. 

LATEB TEHPLEB. After the architectural inaction of the 
Decadence came a marvellous recrudescence of splendor 
under the Ptolemies, whose Hellenic origin and sympathies 
did not lead them into the mistaken effort to impose Greek 
models upon Egyptian art. The temples erected under 
their dominion, and later under Roman rule, vied with the 
grandest works of the Ramessidie, and surpassed them in 
the rich elaboration and variety of their architectural de- 
tails. The temple at Edfou (Figs. 9, 10, 14) is the most per- 
fectly preserved, and conforms most closely to the typical 
plan ; that of Isis, at Philje, is the most elaborate and 
ornate. Deudurah also possesses a group of admirably 
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preserved temples of the same period. At Esneh, and at 
Kalabshi and Kardassy or Ghertashi in Nubia are others. 
In all these one notes innovations of detail and a striving 
for effect quite different from the simpler majesty of the 
preceding age (Fig. 14). One peculiar feature is the use 
of screen walls built into the front rows of columns of the 
hypostyle hall. Light was admitted above these walls, 
which measured about half the hi.'ij;ht of the culimins and 



were interrupted at the centre by a curious doorway cut 
through their whole height and without any lintel. Long 
disused types of capita! were revived and others greatly 
elaborated ; and the wall-reliefs were arranged in hands 
and panels with a regularity and symmetry rather Greek , 
than Egyptian. 

AScmTECTUBAL DETAILS, With the exceptiofl of a (ey^ 
purely utilitarian vaulted structures, all Egyptian architect*-* 
ure was based on the principle of the lintel. Artistic splen- 
dor depended upon the use of painted and carved pictures, 
and the decorative treatment of the very simple supports 
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employed. Piers and columns sustained the roofs of such 
chambers as were too wide for single lintels, and produced, 
in halls like those of Karnak, of the Ramesseum, or of 
llenderah, a stupendous effect by their height, massiveness, 
number, and colored decoration. The 
simplest piers were plain square 
shafts ; others, more elaborate, had 
lotus stalks and flowers or heads of 
Hathor carved upon them. The 
most striking were those against 
whose front faces were carved co- 
lossal figures of Osiris, as at Luxor, 
Medinet Abou, and Karnak (Fig. 15). 
The columns, which were seldom 
over six diameters in height, were 
treated with greater variety ; the 
shafts, slightly tapering upward, were 
either round or clustered in section. 
'"^ '^DniKT""i\oii>^' '"^' '^"'^ usually contracted at the base, 
The capitals with which they were 
crowned were usually of one of the five chief types described 
below. Besides round and clustered shafts, the Middle 
Empire and a few of the earlier monuments of the New Em- 
pire employed polygonal or slightly fluted shafts (see p. 11), 
as at Beni Hassan and Karnak ; these had a plain square 
abacus, with sometimes a cushion-like echinus beneath it. 
A round |ilinth served as a base for most of the columns. 

CAPITALS. The five chief types of capital were : a, the 
plain lotus Inid, as at Karnak {Great Hall) ; i4, the clustered 
iotufr-bud (Beni-Hassan, Karnak. Luxor, Gournah, etc.) ; r, 
the eampa/it/erm or inverted bell (central aisles at Karnak, 
Luxor, the Ramesseum) ; d, the palm-capitai, frequent in 
the later temples; and e, the Hathor-headed, in which 
heads of Hathor adorn the four faces of a cubical mass 
surmounted by a model of a shrine (Scdinga, Edfou, Den- 
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derah, Esneh). These types were richly embellished and 
varied by the Ptolemaic architects, who gavu a clustered 
or qtiatrefoil plan to the bull-capital, or adorned its surface 
with palm leaves, A few other forms are met with as ex- 
ceptions. The first four are shown in Fig. i6. 

Every part of the column was richly decorated in color. 
Littus-leaves or petals swathed the swelling lower part of 
the shaft, which was elsewhere covered with successive 
bands of carved pictures and of hieroglyphics. The capi- 
tal was similarly covered with carved and painted orDa- 
ment, usually of lotus-flowers or leaves, or alternate stalks 
of lotus and papyrus. 

The lintels were plain and square in section, and often 
of prodigious size. Where they appeared externally they 
were crowned with a simple cavetto cornice, its curved sur- 
face covered with col- 
ored flutings alternating 
with cartouches of hie- 

' roglyphics. Sometimes, 

I especially on the screen 

I walls of the Ptolemaic 

■ age, this was surmount- 

led by a cresting of ad- 

Ktlers or urEei in closely 

■serried rank. No other 

Iform of cornice or crest- 
ing is met with. Mould- 
logs as a means of archi- 

Etectural effect were singularly lacking in Egyptian archi- 
tecture. The only moulding known is the clustered torus 

^itorus= a convex moulding of semicircular profile), which 
resembles a bundle of reeds tied together with cords or 
ibbons. It forms an astragal under the cavetto cornice 
wn the angles of the pylons and walls. 
KT AKD OBHAHEITT. Color was absolutely es- 
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sential to the decorative scheme. In the vast and dim in- 
teriors, as well as in the blinding glare of tlie sun, mere 
sculpture or relief would have been wasted. The applica- 
I of brilliant color to pictorial forms cut in low relief, 
or outlined by deep incision with the 
edges of the figures delicately rounded 
{intaglio rilici'o) was the most appropriate 
treatment possible. The walls and col- 
umns were covered with pictures treat- 
ed in this way, and the ceilings and 
lintels were embellished with symbolic 
forms in the same manner. All the 
ornaments, as distinguished from the 
""' oBH^^'at^^'iiH^"*'^ paintings, were symbolical, at least in 
their origin. Over the gateway was the 
solar disk or globe with wide-spread wings, the symbol of 
the sun winging its way to the conquest of night; upon 
the ceiling were sacred vultures, zodiacs, or stars spangled 
on a blue ground. Externally the temples presented only 
masses of unbroken wall ; but these, as well as the pylons, 
were covered with huge pictures of a historical character. 
Only in the tombs do we find painted ornament of a purely 
conventional sort (Fig. 17), Rosettes, diaper patterns, 
spirals, and checkers are to be met with in them ; but many 
of these can be traced to symbolic origins.* 

DOMESTIC AfiCHlTECTUEE. The only remains of palaces 
are the pavilion of Raraeses III, at Medinet Abou, and 
another at Semueh. The Royal Labyrinth has so com- 
pletely perished that even its site is uncertain. The Egyp- 
tians lived so much out of doors that the house was a less 
important edifice than in colder climates. Egyptian dwell- 
ings were probably iu most cases built of wood or crude 

•See Gootlyear's Grammar 0/ tht Lotus for nn elaborate and ingen- 
ious prescni.'iiiun of the theory <i\ a common lolus-origin tor all the conven- 
tional foims occurring in ligj-plian omamenl. 
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brick, and their disappearance is thus easily explained. Re- 
lief pictures on the monuments indicate the use of wooden 
framing fur the walls, which were probably filled in with 
crude brick or panels of wood. The architecture was ex- 
tremely simple. Gateways like those of the temples on a 
smaller scale, the cavetto cornice on the walls, and here 
and there a porch with carved columns of wood or stone, 
were the only details pretending to elegance. The ground- " 
plans of many houses in ruined cities, as at Tel-el-Amarna 
and a nameless city of Amenophis IV., are discernible in the 
ruins ; but the superstructures are wholly wanting. It was 
in religious and sepulchral architecture that the construc- 
tive and artistic genius of the Egyptians was most fully 
manifested. 



KOlTTTlIEirTB: The principal necropoli? regions of Fg>-pt are teiilred 
about G bizeb and ancient Memphis for the Old Empire (p yramids and 
i^sial»s). Thebes for tlic Middle Empire (Silsileh, Beni Hassaifl . and 
Thebes tVale of the Kings, Vale of the tjueens) and Ab^dtis for the New 

The Old Empire has al» left us the Sphin x. Sphinx temple, and the 
temple at Mcidoum. 

The most important temples of the New Empire were those of Kar^ak 
(the great temple, the southern or temple of Khonsii), of I.uxor, Medinet 
Abou (great temple of Rameses 111., lesser temples of Thothmcs II. and 
III. with peripteral sekos ; also Pavilion of Rameses III.) ; of Abydos : 
of Goumah ; of Eilithyia (Amenophis III.); of Soleb and Sesebiin Nubia ; 
of Elephantine (peripteral) ; the tomb temple of UdCscyiilihlin' the 
Rameaseum, the Amenopheum ; hemispeos at Gherf Hossein ; two grotto 
temples at Ipim iphnij l 
. At Mcroc are pyramids of the Elhiopic kings of the Decadence. 

Temples of the Ptolemaic period ; PhiUc. Dendcroh. 

Temples of the Roman period : Koum Ombos, Edfou j Kalabshi 
Kardnssy and Dotulour m Nutria ; Esneh. 
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Books Recommended : As before, Reber. Also, Bab- 
elon, Manual of Oriental Antiquities. Botta and Flandin, 
Monuments de Ninive. Layard, Discoveries in Nitteveh j Nin- 
eveh and its Remains. Loftus, Travels and Researches in 
Chaidaa and Sasiana. Perrol and Cliipiez, History of Art in 
Chaldisa and Assyria. Peters, Nippur. Place, Ninive et 
VAssyrie. 

BITDATIOIT; HISTOaiC PEBIODB. The Tigro-Euphrates val- 
ley was the seat of a civilization nearly or quite as old as that 
of the Nile, though inferior in its monumental art. The 
kingdoms of Chaldeea and Assyria which ruled in this val- 
ley, sometimes as rivals and sometimes as subjects one of 
the other, differed considerably in character and culture. 
But the scarcity of timber and the lack of good buildi^^g- 
stone except in the limestone table-lands and more distant 
mountains of upper Mesopotamia, the abundance of clay, 
and the flatness of the country, imposed upon the builders 
of both nations similar restrictions of conception, form, 
and material. Both peoples, moreover, were probably, in 
part at least, of Semitic race.* The Chaldieans attained 
civilisation as early as 4000 B.C., and had for centuries main- 
tained fixed institutions and practised the arts and sciences 
when the Assyrians began their career as a nation of con- 
qaerors by reducing Chald^ea to subjection. 



" This is denied by some recei 
cerned, and is not intended her 
ians o( primitive Cluldiua. 



yvritere, so far as the Chaldeans are con- 
apply to the AccaUiuns and Summer* 
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The history of Chaldseo- Assyrian art may be divideJ into 
three main periods, as follows : 

1. The Earlv Chaldean, 4000 to 1750 m.<: 

2. The AssvRiAN, 1250 to 606 B.C. 

3. The Barylonian, 606 to 538 B.C. 
In 538 the empire fell before the Persians. 



QENEBAL CHAKACTEE OF UOSVMEMTS. Recent excavations 
at Nippur (Niffer), the sacred city of Chald^a, have uncov- 
ered ruins older than the Pyramids. Though of slight 
importance architecturally, they reveal [he early knowledge 
of the arch and the possession of an advanced culture. The 
poverty of the building materials of this region afforded 
only the most limited resources for architectural effect. 
Owing to the flatness of the country and the impracticabil- 
ity of building lofty structures with sun-dried bricks, ele- 
vation above the plain could be secured only by erecting 
buildings of moderate height upon enormous mounds or 
terraces, built of crude brick and faced with hard brick or 
stone. This led to the development of the stepped pyra- 
mid as the typical form of Chaldaeo- Assyrian architecture. 
Thick walls were necessary both for stability and for pro- 
tection from the burning heat of that climate. The lack of 
stone for columns and the difficulty of procuring heavy 
beams for long spans made broad halls ancl chamMfers im- 
possible. The plans of Assyrian palaces look like assem- 
blages of long corridors and small cells (Fig. 18). Neither 
the wooden post nor the column played any part in this 

Iarchitecture except for window-mullions and subordinate 
members.* It is probable that the vault was used for roof- 
■.ng many of the halls ; the arch was certainly employed 
for doors and the barrel-vault for the drainage-tunnels 
; 



• See FergTJSsin, Palncfi 0/ Nintvfh and PertefioKi. tor an Ingenious 
but uasut)suatia.tu(I Hrgumciit fuc llie use of Lulgmn^i in Assyrian pnlaces. 
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under the terraces, made necessary by the heavy rainfall. 
What these structures lacked in durability and height was 
made up in decorative magnificence. The interior walls 
were wainscoted to a height of eight or nine feet with 
alabaster slabs covered with those low-relief pictures of 




hunting scenes, battles, and giids, which now enrich the 
museums of London, Paris, and other modern cities. Else- 
where painted plaster or more durable enamelled tile in brill- 
iant colors embellished the walls, and, doubtless, rugs and 
tapestries added their richness to this architectural splendor. 
CHALDJEAN ABCHITECTITHK. The ruins at Mugheir (the 
Biblical \Jr), datiiii;, perhaps, from 2700 u.c, belong to the 
two-storied terrace or platform of a temple to Sin or Hurki, 
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The wall of sun-dried brick is faced with enamelled tile. 
The shrine, which was probably small, has wholly disap- 
peared from the summit of the mound. At Warka (the an- 
cient Erech) are two terrace-walls of palaces, one of which 
is ornamented with convex fiutings and with a species of 
mosaic in checker patterns and zigzag.s, formed by terra-cotta 
cones or spikes driven into the clay, their exposed bases 
being enamelled in the desired colors. The other shows a 
system of long, narrow panels, in a style suggesting the 
influence of Egyptian models through some as yet unknown 
channel. This panelling became a common feature of the 
later Assyrian art {see Fig. rg). At Birs-Nimroud are the 
ruins of a stepped pyramid stirmounted by a small shrine. 
Its seven stages are said to have been originally faced with 
glazed tile of the seven planetary colors, gold, silver, yellow, 
red, blue, white, and black. The ruins at Nippur, which 
comprise temples, altars, and dwelling.^ dating from 4000 b,c., 
have been alluded to. Babylon, the later capital of Chaldrca, 
to which the shapeless mounds of Mujelibeh and Kasr seem 
to have belonged, has left no other recognizable vestige of 
its andent magnificence. ^ 

ABHTaUN AHCHITECTTIBE. ' Abundant fuins exist of Nine- 
veh, the Assyrian capital, and its adjacent palace-sites. 
Excavations at Koyunjik, K hors abad. and Nimroud have 
laid bare a number of these royal dwellings. Among them 
are the palace of Assur-nazir-pal (S85 B.C.) and two palaces 
of Shalmaneser II, (850 b.v.) at Nimroud ; the great palace 
of Sargon at Khorsabad {711 b.l".) ; that of Sennacherib at 
Koyunjik (704 h.c.) ; of Esarhaddon at Nimroud {650 n.ir.) ; 
and of Assur-bani-pal at Koyunjik {660 ii.c). All of these 
palaces are designed ou the same general principle, best 
shown by the plan (Fig. 18) of the palace of Sargon at 
Khorsabad, excavated by Hotta and Place. 

In this palace two large and several smaller courts are 
surrounded by a complex series of long, narrow halls and 
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sruall, square chambers. One court probably belonged to 
the harem, another to the king's apartments, others to de- 
pendents and to the service of the palace. The crude brick 
walls are immensely thick and without windows, the only 
openings being for doors. The absence of columns made 
wide halls impossible, and great size could only be attained 
m the direction of length. A terraced pyramid supported 
an altar or shrine to the southwest of the palace ; at the 




west corner was a temple, the substructure of which was 
crowned by a cavetto cornice showing plainly the influence 
of Egyptian models. The whole palace stood upon a stu- 
pendous platform faced with cut stone, an unaccustomed 
extravagance in Assyria. 

ABCKITECTURAL DETAILS. There is no evidence that the 
Assyrians ever used columnar supports except in minor or 
accessory details. There are few halls in any of the ruins 
too wide to be spanned by good Syrian cedar beams or 
palm timbers, and these few cases seem to have had vaulted 
ceilings. So clumsy a feature as the central wall in the 
great hall of Esarhaddon's palace at NJmroud would never 
have been resorted to for the support of the ceiling, had 
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the Assyriaos been familiar with the use of columo^. That 
they understood the arch and vault is proved by their 
admirable terrace-drains and the fine arched gate in the 
walls of Khorsabad (Fig, 19), as well as by bas-reliefs rep- 
resenting dwellings with domes of various forms. More- 
over, a few vaulted chambers of moderate size, and fallen 
fragments of crude brick vaulting of larger span, have 
'been found in several of the Assyrian ruins. 

The construciiun was extremely simple, The heavy clay 
walls were faced with alabaster, burned brick, or enamelled 
The roofs were probably covered with stamped 
earth, and sometimes paved on top with tiles or slabs of 
alabaster to form terraces. Light was introduced most 
probably through windows immediately under the roof and 
divided by small columns forming mullions, as suggested by 
certain relief pictures. No other system seems consistent 
ilh the windowless walls of the ruins. It is possible that 
lany rooms depended wholly on artificial light or on the 
leant rays coming through open doors. To this day, in the 
season the population of Mosul takes refuge from the 
torrid heats of summer in windowless basements lighted 
'only by lamps. 

OSHAKEHT. The only structural decorations seem to 
n the panelling of exterior walls in a manner re- 
mbling the Chaldaean terrace -walls, and a form of par- 
; a stepped cresting. There were no characler- 
uldings, architraves, capitals, or cornices. Nearly 
ill the ornament was of the sort called applied, i.e., added 
after the completion of the structure itself. Pictures in 
low relief covered the alabaster revetment. They depicted 
hunting-scenes, battles, deities, and other mythological sub- 
jects, and are interesting to the architect mainlv for their 
iccasional representations of buildings and details of con- 
itruction. Above this wainscot were friezes of enamelled 
iricit ornamented with symbolic forms used as decorative 
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motives; winged bulls, the "sacred tree" and mytholog- ■ 
ical monsters, with rosettes, palmettes, lotus-flowers, and 
guilloches {ornaments of interlacing bands winding about 
regularly spaced buttons or eyes). These ornaments were 
also used on the archivolts around the great arches of 
palace gates. The most singular adornments of these gates 
were the carved " portal guardi- 
ans "set into the deep jambs — 
colossal monsters with the bodies 
of bulls, the wings of eagles, and f 
human heads of terrible counte- 
nance. Of mighty hulk, they were 
yet minutely wrought in every 
detail of head-dress, beard, feath- 
' ers, curly hair, and anatomy. 
PIG. ao.— A55HiiAN OKN^MHNT. ■j-j^g pufely conveutional or- 

naments mentioned above — the 
rosette, guilloche, and lotus-flower, and probably also the 
palmette, were derived from Egj'ptian originals. They 
were treated, however, in a quite new spirit and adapted 
to the special materials and uses of their environment. 
Thus the form of the palmette, even if derived, as is not 
unlikely, from the Egyptian lotus-motive, was assimilated 
to the more familiar palm-forms of Assyria (Fig. zo). 

Assyrian architecture never rivalled the Egyptian in 
grandeur or constructive power, in seriousness, or the 
higher artistic qualities. It did, however, produce impos- 
ing results with the poorest resources, and in its use of the 
arch and its development of ornamental forms it furnished 
prototypes for some of the most characteristic features of 
later Asiatic art, which profoundly influenced both (ireek 
and By;^antine architecture. 

XOlnniEHTB : The most Important Chaldnan and Assyrian monuments 
of wliR-li there are entant remains, have alicady been enumerated in the 
text. It lii therefore uniieL'GSSUiy tu duplicate the li:it here. 



CHAPTER V. 

PERSIAN. LYCIAN AND JEWISH ARCHITECTURE. 

Books Recommended ; As before, Babelon ; Bliss, Exca- 
I vaHons al Jtiusalem. Reber. Also Uieulafoy, Z'^r/««fty«f 
I de la Pfrse. Fellows, AceounI of Discoveries in Lycia. Fer- 
[ gusson, The Temple at Jerusalem. Flandin et Coste, Perse 
Perrot and Chipiez, History of Art in Persia: Jiis- 
I tor}' of Art in Phrygia, Lydia, Carta, and Lycia ; History of 
I Art in Sardinia and Jiidaa. TexJer, L'Anni'nie et !a Perse; 
I L'Asie Mineiirr. De Vogii^, Le Temple dej/nisa/em. 

PEBBIAB ABCHItECIinu;. With the Persians, who under 
Cyrus (536 H.c.) and Cambyses (525 u.c.) became the masters 
of the Orient, the Aryan race superseded the Semitic, and 
assimilated in new combinations the forms it borrowed from 
the Assyrian civilization. Under the Achasmenidse (536 to 
330 B.C.) palaces were built in Persepolis and Susa of a 
splendor and majesty impossible in Mesopotamia, and rival- 
ling the marvels in the Nile Valley. The conquering nation 
of warriors who had overthrown the Egyptians and As- 
syrians was in turn conquered by the arts of its vanquished 
foes, and speedily became the most luxurious of all nations. 

I The Persians were not great innovators in art ; but inhabit- 
ing aland of excellent building resources, they were able to 
combine the Egyptian system of interior columns with de- 
tails borrowed from A.'isyrtan art, and suggestions, derived 
most probably from the general use in Persia and Central 
Asia, of wooden posts or columns as intermediate supports. 
Out of these elements they evolved an architecture which 
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has only become fully known to us since the excavations m 
M. and Mme. Pieulafoy at Susa in i88z. 

ELEKENT8 OF FEKSIAN ABCHITECTTIBE. The Persians used 
both crude and baked bricks, the latter far more freely than 
was practicable in Assyria, owing to the greater abundance 
of fuel. Wails when built of the weaker material were 
faced with baked brick enameil^ in brilhant colors, or both 
moulded ami enamelled, to fo/in colored pictures in relief. 
Stone was employed for walls and celumns, and, in con- 
junction with brick, for the jambs aiW lintels of doors and 
windows. Architraves and ceiling-beams were of wood. 
The palaces were erected, as in Assyria, upon broad plat- 
forms, partly cut in the rock and partly structural, ap- 
proached by imposing flights of steps. These palace s were 
composed of detached buildings, propyltea or gates of 
honor, vast audience-halls open on one or two sides, and 
chambers or dwellings partly enclosing or flanking these 
halls, or grouped in separate buildings. Temples appear ta 
have becn-sL-small importance, perhaps owing to habits of 
out-of-door worship of fire and sun. There are few struct- 
ural tombs, but there are a number of imposing royal sep- 
ulchres cut in the rock at Naksh-i-Roustam, 

AKCHITECTirEil, DETAILS, The Persians, like the Egyp- 
tians, used the column as an internal feature in hypostyle 
halls of great size, and externally to form porches, and per- 
haps, also, open kiosks without walls. The great Hall of 
Xerxea at Persepolis covers 100,000 square feet — more 
than double the area of the Hypostyle Hall at Karnakr 
But the Persian column was derived from wooden proto- 
types and used with wooden architraves, permitting a wider 
spacing than is possible with stone. In the present in- 
stance thirty-six columns sufficed for an area which in the 
Karnak hall contained one hundred and thirty-four. The 
shafts being slender and finely fluted instead of painted or 
carved, the effect produced was totally different from that 
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sought by the Egyptians. The most striking peculiarity of 
the column was the capital, which was forkttl (Fig. 21) 
In one of the two principal types the fork, formed bj 
the coupled fore-parts of bulls or 
symbolic monsters, rested directly ■ 
on the top of the shaft. In the 
Other, two singular members were 
interposed between the fork and the 
shaft ; the lower, a sort of double 
bell or bell-and-palm capital, and 
above it, just beneath the fork, a cu- 
rious combination of vertical scrolls 
or volutes, resembling certain orna- 
ments seen in Assyrian furniture. 
The transverse architrave rested in 
the fork ; the longitudinal archi- 
trave was supported on the heads 
of the monsters. A rich moulded 
base, rather high and in some cases 
adorned with carved leaves or Out- 
ings, supported the columns, which 
in the Hall of Xerxes were over 66 
feet high and 6 feet in diameter. 
The architraves have perished, but ^^^ „. -column ibum nn- 
the rock -cut tomb of Darius at ■^evow. 

Naksh-i-Roustam reproduces in its 

fa93de a palace-front, showing a banded architrave with 
dentils — an obvious imitation of the ends of wooden rafters 
on a lintel built up of several beams. 

These features of the architrave, as well as the fine fiut- 
ings and moulded bases of the columns, are found in Ionic 
architecture, and in part, at least, in Lycian tombs. As all 
these examples date from nearly the same period, the origin 
of these forms and their mutual relations have not been 
fully determined. The Persian capitals, however, are 
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unique, and so far as known, without direct prototypes or 
derivatives. Their constituent elements may have been 
borrowed from various sources. One can hardly help see- 
ing the Egyptian palm-capital in the lower member of the 
compound type (Fig, zi). 

The doors and windows had banded architraves or trims 
and cavetto comicus very Egyptian in character. The jjor- 
tals were flanked, as in Assyria, by winged monsters ; but 
these were built up in several courses of stone, not carved 
from single blocks like their prototypes. Plaster or, as at 
Susa, enamelled bricks, replaced as a wall-finish the As- 
syrian alabaster wainscot. These bricks, splendid in color, 
and moulded into relief pictures covering large surfaces, 
are tlie oldest examples of the skill of the Persians in a 
branch of ceramic art in which they have always escelled 
down to our own day. 

ITCIAS AECHITKCTTIBE. The architecture of those Asiatic 
peoples which served as intermediaries between the ancienf 
civilizations of Egypt and .\ssyria on the one hand and d 
the Greeks on the other, need occupy us only a moment il 
passing. None of them developed a complete and inde- 
pendent style or produced monuments of the first rank. 
Those chiefly concerned in the transmission of ideas were 
the Cypriotes, Phoenicians, and Lycians. The part played 
by other Asiatic nations is too slight to be considered here. 
From Cyprus the Greeks could have learned little beyond a 
few elementary notions regarding sculpture and pottery, 
although it is possible that the volute-form in Ionic archi- 
tecture was originally derived from patterns on Cypriote 
pottery and from certain Cypriote steles, where it appears 
as a modified lotus motive. The Phoenicians were the 
world's traders from a very early age down to the Persian 
conquest. They not only distributed through the Mediter- 
ranean lands the manufactures of Egypt and Assyria, but 
also counterfeited them and adopted their forms in deco- 
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[ rating their own wares. But they have bequeathed us not 
[ a single architectural ruin of importance, either of temples 
I or palaces, nor are the few tombs still extant of suflicieat 
[ artistic interest to deserve even brief mention in a work of j 
[r this scope. I 

[ In Lycia, however, there arose a system of tomb-design 
which came near creating a new architectural style, and 
which doubtless influenced both Persia and the Ionian col- 
I onies. The tombs were mostly cut in the rock, though a 
t few are free-standing monolithic monuments, resembling 
[ sarcophagi or small shrines mounted on a high base or j 
[ pedestal. 1 

I In all of these tombs we recognize a manifest copying in 
I Btone of framed wooden structures. The walls are pan- 
elled, or imitate open structures framed of squared timbers. 
The roofs are often gabled, sometimes in the form of a 
pointed arch ; they generally show a banded architrave, j 
' dentils, and a raking cornice, or else an imitation of broadly 
projecting eaves with small round rafters. There are sev- 
eral with porches of Ionic columns; of these, some are of 
late date and evidently copied from Asiatic Greek models. 
Others, and notably one at Telmissus, seem to be examples 
of a primitive Ionic, and may indeed have been early steps 
1 in the development of that splendid style which the Ionic 
Greeks, both in Asia Minor and in Attica, carried to such ' 
perfection. , 

JIWI8H AKCHITECTUEE. The Hebrews borrowed from j 
the art of every people with whom they had relations, so ' 
that we encounter in the few extant remains of their archi- 
tecture Egyptian, Assyrian, Phcenician, Greek, Roman, and 
[ Syro-Byzanline features, but nothing like an independent 
national style. Among the most interesting of these re- 
L mains arc tombs of various periods, principally occurring 
I in the valleys near Jerusalem, and erroneously ascribed by 
I popular tradition to the judges, prophets, and kings of 
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Israel. Some of them are structural, some cut in the 
rock ; the former (tomb of Absalom, of Zechariali) deco- 
rated with Doric and Ionic engaged orders, were once sup- 
posed to be primitive types of these orders and of great 
antiquity. They are now recognized to be debased imita- 
tions of late Greek work of the third or second century 
_B.C, They have Egyptian cavetto cornices and pyramidal 
roofs, like many Asiatic tombs. The openings of the rock- 
cut tombs have frames or pediments carved with rich sur- 
face ornament showing a similar mixture of types— Roman 
thglyphs and garlands, Syrian-Greek acanthus leaves, con- 
ventional foliage of Byzantine character, and naturalistic 
carvings of grapes and local plant-life. The carved arches 
of two of the ancient city gates (one the so-called Golden 
Gate) in Jerusalem display rich acanthus foliage somewhat 
like that of the tombs, but more vigorous and artistic. If 
of the lime of Herod or even of Constantine, as claimed 
by some, they would indicate that Greek artists in Syria 
created the prototypes of Byzantine ornament. They are 
more probably, however, Byzantine restorations of the 6th 
century a.d. 

The one great achievement of Jewish architecture was 
the national Temple of Jehovah, represented by three suc- 
cessive edifices on Mount Moriah, the site of the present 
so-called " Mosque of Omar," The first, built by Solo- 
mon (1012 B.C.) appears from the Biblical description* 
to have combined Egyptian conceptions (successive courts, 
lofty entrance -pylons, the Sanctuary and the sekos or 
" Holy of Holies ") with Phcenician and Assyrian details 
and workmanship (cedar woodwork, empaistic decoration 
or overlaying with repouss/ metal work, the isolated brazen 
columns Jachin and Boaz). The whole stood on a mighty 
platform built up with stupendous masonry and vaulted 
chambers from the valley surrounding the rock on three 
• I Kings vi.-viJ. ; a Chronicles iii.-iv. 
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sides. This precinct was nearly doubled in size by Herod 
(i8 B.C.) who extended it southward by a terrace-wall of 
still more colossal masonry. Some of the stones are twen- 
ty-two feet long ; one reaches the prodigious length of 
forty feet. The "Wall of Lamentations" is a part of this 
terrace, upon which stood the Temple on a raised platform. 
As rebuilt by Herod, the Temple reproduced in part the an- 
tique design, and retained the porch of Solomon along the 
east side ; but the whole was superbly reconstructed in 
e marble with abundance of gilding. Defended by the 
Castle of Antonia on the northwest, and embellished with a 
and imposing triple colonnade on the south, the whole 
edifice, a conglomerate of Egyptian, Assyrian, and Roman 
conceptions and forms, was one of the most singular and 
yet magnificent creations of ancient art. 

The temple of Zerubbabel (515 b.c), intermediate be- 
tween those above described, was probably less a re-edifi- 
cation of the first, than a new design. While based on the 
scheme of the first temple, it appears to have followed 
more closely the pattern described in the vision of Ezekiel 
(chapters xl.-xiii.). It was far inferior to its predecessor 
in splendor and costliness. No vestiges of it remain. 

MDRimZHTB. Persian : at Muighab. the lomb of Cyrus, known as 
Ciabre-Madre-Soleinian — a gabled siniL'ture dn a seven-stepped pyramidal 
basement (525 B.C.). At I'ersepolU the palace of Darius (53: fi.c.) ; the 
Propylsea of Xerxes, his palace and his harem (?) or throne-hall (480 B.C.). 
These splendid structures, several of them of vast dzc, resplcDdcnt with 
color and majestic with their singular and colossal columns, must have 
fomed one of the most imposing architectural groups in the world. At 
various points, towcr-like tombs, supposed erroneously by Fergusson to 
have been lirealtflrs. At Naksh-i-Koustam. ihe tomb of Darius, cut in the 
rock. Giber tombs near by at I'ersepolis proper acd at l'asar(pidie. At 
Ihe btter place remains of the palace of Cyrus. At Susa the palace of 
Xerxes and Artaxerxes (480-405 B.C.). 

There are no remains of private houses or temples. 

LvciAN ; Ihe principal l.ycian moniimcnts are found in Myra, Anti- 
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phellus, and Telmissus. Some of the monolithic tombs have been re- 
moved to the British and other European museums. 

Jfavish : the temples have been mentioned above. The palace of Solo- 
mon. The rock-cut monolithic tomb of Siloam. So-called tombs of 
Absalom and Zechariah, structural ; probably of Herod's time or later. 
Rock-cut Tombs of the Kings ; of the Prophets, etc. City gates (Hero- 
dian or early Christian period). 



CHAPTER VI. 

GREEK ARCHITECTURE, 

Books Recommended ; As before, Reber. Also, Anderson 

and Spiers, Architecture of Greece ami Rome. Baumeisler, 

Denkmdler der KItusischen Alterthiims. Biittkher, Teklonik 

der HelUnen. Chipiez, Histoire critique des orifres greet. 

CurtiuB, Adier and Treu, Die Ausgraiungen zu Ofymfiia. 

Dunn, Antiie Baukiinst (m Handiufh d. Areh). Frazer, htu- 

sania? Deseriplien of Greece. Hilorff, L'architecture foly- 

chrome chez les Grtes. Michaelis, Der Parthenon. Penrose, 

I An Investigation, etc., of Athenian Architecture. Perrot and 

I Chipiez, History of Art in Primitive Greece; La Griee de 

I I'Epopit; La Grice archaique. Stuart and Revelt, Antiquities 

\ of At/iens. Tarbell, History of Greek Art. Texier, L'Asie 

\ Mineure. Wilkins, Antiquities of Magna Gracia. 

I OEMEBAL COKSIDEBATIOHS, Greek art marks the begin- 
I niny of European civilization. The Hellenic race gathered 
I up influences and suggestions from both Asia and Africa and I 
I fused them with others, whose sources are unknown, into an i 

■ art intensely national and original, which was to influence j 
I the arts of many races and nations long centuries after the J 
I decay of the Hellenic states. The Greek mind, compared I 
I with the Egyptian or Assyrian, was more highly intellect- 

i ual, more logical, more symmetrical, and above all more I 
I inquiring and analytic. Living nowhere remote from the \ 
Ksea, the Greeks became sailors, merchants, and colonizers» 

■ The Ionian kinsmen of the European Greeks, speaking a 
t-dtalect of the same language, populated the coasts of Asia 
r Minor and many of tht islands, so that through them the 
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Greeks were open to the influences of the Assyrian, Phcenl- 
cian, Persian, and Lycian civilizations. In Cyprus they en- 
countered Egyptian influences, and finally, under Psammet- 
ichus, they established in Egypt itself the Greek city of 
Naukratis. They were thus by geographical situation, by 
character, and by circumstances, peculiarly fitted to receive, 
develop, and transmit the mingled influences of the East 
and the South. 

PEEHlBTOaiC KOinrVENTS.* Authentic Greek history be- 
gins with the first Olympiad, 776 b.c. The earliest mon- 
uments of that historic 
architecture which devel- 
oped into the masterpieces 
of the Periclean and Alex- 
andrian ages, date from 
the middle of the follow- 
ing century. But there are 
a number of older build- 
ings, belonging presuma- 
bly to the so-called Heroic 
Age, which, though seem- 
ingly unconnected with 
the later historic develop- 
ment of Greek architect- 
ure, are still worthy of 
note. They are the work of a people somewhat advanced 
in civilization, probably the Pelasgi, who preceded the Dori- 
ans on Greek soil, and consist mainly of fortifications, 
vails, gates, and tombs, the most importalit of which are at 
Kyoeaee and Tiryns, At the latter place is a well-defined 
acropolis, with massive walls in which are passages covered 
by stones successively overhanging or corbelled until they 
meet. The masonry is of huge stones piled without cement. 
At Mycenae the city wall is pierced by the remarkable tion 
Gate (Fig. 21), consisting of two jambs and a huge lintel, 
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over which the weight is relieved by a triangular opening. 
This is filled with a sculptured group, now much defaced, 
representing two rampant lions flanking a singular column 
which tapers downward. This symbolic group has rela- 
tions with Hittite and Phrygian sculptures, and with the I 
symbolism of the worship of Rhea Cybele, The masonry 1 
of the wall is carefully dressed but not regularly coursed. 
Other primitive walls and gates showing openings and I 
embryonic arches of various forms, are found widely scat- I 
tered, at Samos and Delos, at Phigaleia, Thoricus, Argos 
and many other points. The very earliest are hardly more 
than random piles of rough stone. Those which may fairly 
claim notice for their artistic 
masonry are of a later date 
and of two kinds : the coursed, 
and the polygonal or Cyclo- 
pean, so called from the tra- 
dition that they were bui!t by 
the Cyclopes. These Cyclo- 
pean walls were composed of 
large, irregular polygonal blocks carefully fitted together ] 
and dressed to a fairly smooth face (Fig. 23). Both kinds ' 
were used contemporaneously, though in the course of I 
time the regular coursed masonry finally superseded thefl 
r-i'iygonal, 

THOLOB OF '&TBEUS. All these structures present, however,,^ 
only the rudiments of architectural art. The so-called! 
ThoIoB (or Treasury) of Atrens, at Mycenie, on the other ] 
hand, shows the germs of truly artistic design (Fig. 14). It 
is in reality a tomb, and is one of a large class of prehistoric 
tombs found in almost every part of the globe, consisting 
of a circular stone-walled and stone-roofed chamber burred 
,under a tumulus of earth. This one is a beehive-shaped 
u>nstructiun of horizontal courses of masonry, with a slonc- 
tvatled passage, the Jromos, leading to the entrance door. 
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Though internally of domical form, its construction with 

horizontal beds in the masonry proves tliat tlie idea of the 
true dome with the beds- 
of each course pitched at 
an angle always norma! 
to the curve of the vault, 
was not yet grasped, A 
small sepulchral chamber 
opens from the great one| 
by a door with the cus- 
tomary relieving triangle 
over it. 

Traces of a metal lin- 
ing have been found on 
the inner surface of the 
dome and on the jambs 
of the entrance ■ door. 
This entrance is the most 
«<-.. n.— n'nij.5 OK *TBEi:s. iLAH AMD artlstlcand elaborate part 
~'"'""''- of the edifice {Fig. 2$). 

The main opening is enclosed in a three-banded frame, and 

was once Hanked by columns which, as shown by fragments 

Btill existing and by marks on either 

side the door, tapered downward as in 

the sculptured column over the Lion 

Gate. Shafts, bases, and capitals 

were covered with zig-zag bands or 

chevrons of fine spirals. This well- 
studied decor.ition, the banded jambs, 

and the curiously inverted columns 

(of which several other examples exist 

in or near MycenK), all point to a ^ 

fairly developed art, derived partly 

from Egyptian and partly from Asiatic sources. That 

Egyptian tntlucnccs had affected this early art is further 
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I proved by a fragment of carved and painted ornament on a J 
ceiling in Orchomenos, imitating with remarkable closenessB 
;enain ceiling decorations in Egyptian tombs, 

EI8T0BIC KOKUMESTS ; THE OBSEKS, It was the Dorians 
and lonians wlio developed the architecture of classic 
Greece. This fact is pt-rpctuated in the traditional names, 
Doric and Ionic, given to the two systems of columnar de- 
sign which formed the most^triking feature of thai archi- 
tecture. While in Egypt the column was used almost ex- 
clusively as an internal support and decoration, in Greece 
it was chiefly employed to produce an imposing exterior 
feet. It was the most important element in the temple 1 
architecture of the Greeks, and an almost indispensable I 
adornment of their gateways, public squares, and temple J 
enclosures. To the column the two races named above I 
gave each a special and radically distinct development, and 
it was not until the Periclean age that the two forms came 
to be used in conjunction, even by the mixed Doric-Ionic 
people of Attica. Each of the two types had its own 
special shaft, capital, entablature, mouldings, and o 

lents, although considerable variation was allowed in the j 
proportions and minor details. The general type, however, 
remained substantially ""'-j'-'-jji-'' from first to last. The 
earliest examples known to us of either order show it com- 
plete in all its parts, its later development being restricted 
to the refining and perfecting of jts proportions and details. 
The probable origin of these orders will be separately con- 
sidered later on. 

THE DD&ic. The column of the Doric order (Figs. 26, 27)1 
:onsists of a tapering shaft rising directly from the stylo* ] 
bate or platform and surmounted by a capital of great sim- 
plicity and beauty. The shaft is fluted with sixteen to 
tutaoty shallow channellings of segmental or elliptical sec- 
tion, meeting in sharp edges or arrises. The capital is 
made up of a circular cushiLU or ^M/«;« adorned with fine , 
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grooves called annulif, and a plain square abacus or cap 
Upon this rests a plain architrave or epistyle, with a narrow 
fillet, the lisma, running along its upper edge. The frieze 
above it is divided into square 
panels, called the metopes, sepa- 
rated'by vertical trigfypAs having 
each two vertical grooves and 
chamfered edges. There is a 
triglyph over each column and 
one over each" intercolumniation, 
or two in rare instances where 
the columns are widely spaced. 
The cornice consists of a broadly 
projecting {oruna resting on a 
bed-mould of one or two simple 
mouldings. Its under surface, 
called the soffit, is adorned with 
mutulfs, square, flat proje_ctions 
having each eighteen gultie de- 
pending from its under side. 
Two or three small mouldings 
run along the upper edge of the 
corona, which has in addition, 
over each slope of the gable, a 
gutter-moulding or cymatium. The cornices along the 
horizontal edges of the roof have instead of the cymatium 
a row of antejixis, ornaments of terra-cotta or marble placed 
opposite the foot of each tile-ridge of the roofing. The 
enclosed triangular field of the gable, called the tympanum, 
was in the larger monuments adorned with sculptured 
groups resting on the shelf formed by the horizontal cor- 
nice below. Carved ornaments called aeroterh commonly 
embellished the three angles of the gable or pediment. 

POLYCHEOMY. It has been fully proved, after a century 
of debate, that all this elaborate system^ of parts, severe 
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and dignified in tiieir simpiicity of form, received a rich 
decoration of color. While the precise shades and tones 
employed cannot be predicated with certainty, it is well 
established that the triglyphs were painted blue and the 
metopes red, and that all the mouldings were decorated 
with leaf -ornaments, " eggs-and-darts," and frets, in red, 
green, blue, and gold. The walls and columns were also 
colored, probably with pale tints of yellow or buff, to re- 
duce the glare of the fresh marble or the whiteness of the 
fine stucco with which the surfaces of masonry of coarser 
stone were primed. In the clear Greek atmosphere and 
outlined against the brilliant sky, the Greek temple must 
have presented an aspect of rich, sparkling gayely. 

OBIOIV or THE OKOEK. It is generally believed that the 
details of the Doric frieze and cornice were reminiscences 
of a primitive wood construction. The triglyph suggests 
the chamfered ends of 
cross-beams made np of 
three planks each ; the 
mutulcs, the sheathing 
of the eaves ; and the 
guttje, the heads of the 
spikes or trenails by 
which the sheathing 
was secured. It is 
known that in early 
astylar temples the me- 
topes were left open 
like the spaces between 
the ends of ceiling-raf- 
ters, In the earlier 

peripteral temples, as at Selinus, the triglyph-frieze is re- 
tained around the cclla-wall under the ctiling of the colon- 
nade, where it has no functional significance, as a survival 
from times antedating the adoption of the colonnade, when 
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the tradition of a wooden roof-construction showing ex- 
ternally had not yet been forgotten. 

A similar wooden origin for the Doric column has been 
advocated by some, who point to the assertion of Pausa- 
nias that in the Doric Heraion at Olyrapia the original 
wooden columns had with one exception been replaced by 
stone columns as fast as they decayed. (See p. 62.) This, 
however, only proves that wooden columns were sometimes 
used in early buildings, not that the Doric column was de- 
rived from them. Others would derive it from the Egj'p- 
tian columns of Beni Hassan (p. 12), which it certainly re- 
sembles. But they do not explain how the Greeks could 
have been familiar with the Beni Hassan column long be- 
fore the opening of Egypt to them under Psamraetichus ; 
nor why, granting them some knowledge of Egyptian archi- 
tecture, they should have passed over the splendors of Kar- 
nak and Luxor to copy these inconspicuous tombs perched 
. high up on the cliffs of the Nile. It would seem that the 
Greeks invented this form independently, developing it in 
buildings which have perished ; unless, indeed, they brought 
the idea with them from their primitive Aryan home in Asia, 

THE ionic OBDES was characterized by greater slenderness 
of proportion and elegance of detail than the Doric, and 
depended more on carving than on color for the decoration 
of its members (Fig. 28}. It was adopted in the fifth cen- 
tury B.C. by the people of Attica, and used both for civic and 
religious buildings, sometimes alone and sometimes in con- 
junction with the Doric. The coJumn was from eight to 
ten diameters in height, against four and one-third to seven 
for the Doric. It stood on a base which was usually com- 
posed of two tori (see p. 25 for definition) separated by a 
icolia {a concave moulding of semicircular or semi-elliptical 
profile), and was sometimes provided also with a square flat 
base-block, the///////*. There was much variety in the pro- 
portions and details of these mouldings, which were often 
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l-enriched by flulings or carved guiiloclies. The tall shafi 
I bore twenty-four deep narrow (lutings separated by narrow 
I fillets, The capital was the most peculiar feature of the 
order. It consisted of a bead or astragal and echinus, over 
which was a horizontal band ending on either side In a 
scroll or volute, the sides of which presented the aspect 
shown in Fig. 29. A thin moulded abacus was interposed 
^between this member and the archi- 
;trave. 

The Ionic capital was marked by 
two awkward features which all its 
richness could not conceal. One 
was the protrusion of the echinus 
beyond the face of the band above 
it, the other was the disparity be- 
tween the side and front views of 
the capital, especially noticeable at 
the corners of a colonnade. To 
obviate this, various contrivances , _, 

e tried, none wholly successful. ub». (hiletih.) 

'Ordinarily the two adjacent exte- 

^or sides of the corner capital were treated alike, the scrolls 
at their meeting being bent out at an angle of 45°, while 
■the two inner faces simply intersected, cutting each other 
in halves. 

The entablature comprised an architrave of two or three 
'flat bands crowned by fine mouldings; an uninterrupted 
frieze, frequently sculptured in relief ; ajid a simple cornice 
of great beauty. In addition to the ordinary bed-mould- 
Sngs there was in most examples a t»w of narrow blocks or 
ientUs under the corona, which Wits itself crowned by a high 
cymatium of extremely graceful profile, carved with the 
ffich " honeysuckle " (xnilhemwri) ornament. All the mould- 
ings were carved with ihe "egg-and-dart." hcart-U-af and 
anthemioQ ornaments, so designed as to recall by their out- 
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line the profile of the moulding itself. The details of this 
order were treated with aiuch more freedom and variety 
than those of the Doric. V.The pediments of Ionic build- 
ings were rarely or never adorned with groups of sculpture. 
The volutes and echinus of the capital, the fluting of the 
shaft, the use of a moulded circular base, an[l in the cornice 
the high corona and cymatium, these were constant ele- 
ments in every Ionic order, but all other details varied 
widely in the different examples. J 

ORieui OF THE lOHic DBSEB. The origin of the Ionic order 
has given rise to almost as much controversy as that of the 
Doric. Its different elements were apparently derived 
■ from various sources. 

The Lycian tombs may 
have contributed the 
denticular cornice and 
perhaps also the gen- 
eral' form of the column 
.and capital. In the Per- 
sian architecture of the 
sixth century b.c, the 
high moulded base, the 
narrow flutings of the 
shaft, the carved bead- 
moulding and the use of 
scrolls in the capital are 
characteristic features, which may have been borrowed by 
the lonians during the same century, unless, indeed, they 
were themselves the work of Ionic or Lycian workmen in 
Persian employ. The banded architrave and the use of the 
volute in the decoration of stele-caps (from u-nikr] = a me- 
morial stone or column standing isolated and upright), 
furniture, and minor structures are common features in 
Assyrian, Lycian, and other Asiatic architecture of early 
date. The volute or scroll itself as an independent deco- 
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Hve motive may have originated in successive variations 
I of Egyptian lotus-patterns." But the combination of these 
I diverse elements and their development into the final form 
I of the order was the work of the Ionian Greeks, and it was 

in the Ionian provinces of Asia 

did examples of its use are to be 

found (Halicarnassus, Miletus, Pri- 

enc, Ephesus), while the most grace- 
ful and perfect are those of Doric- 
Ionic Attica. 

THE COBIRTHIAH OBDEB. Thi.s was 
late outgrowth of the Ionic rather 
lan a new order, and up to the time 

■of the Roman conquest was only used 

for monuments of small size (see Fig. 

38), Its entablature in pure Greek 

examples was identical with the 

Ionic ; the shaft and base were only 

slightly changed in proportion and 

detail. The capital, however, was a 

new departure, based probably on 

metallic embellishments of altars, 

pedestals, etc., of Ionic style. It 

consisted in the best examples of a 

high bell-shaped core surrounded by "''" 3° -'^2^^^^^™''"''"'""' 

one or two rows of acanthus leaves, .. , ,, _, 

' (From ihc moniimcnl uT LyA 

above which were pairs of branching cmrt.) 
scrolls meeting at the corners in spi- 
ral volutes. These served to support the angles of a 
moulded abacus with concave sides (Fig. 30). One ex- 
ample, from the Tower of the Winds (the clepsydra of 
Andronicus Cyrrhestes) at Athens, has only smooth pointed 
palm-leaves and no scrolls above a single row of acanthUB ^ 
leaves. Indeed, the variety and disparity among the dif- 
• As oonlendeJ by VV. H, iJoodyear in his Crammar a/lht Lot 
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ferent examples prove that we have here only the first 
steps towartl the evolution of an indepenilent oriltr, which 
it was reserved for the Rom;ins to fully develop. 

fiSEEE TE1IPIE8 ; THE TTPE. With the orders as their chief 
decorative element the Greeks built up a splencWd archi- 
tecture of religious and secular monuments. Their noblest 
works were temples, which they designed with the utmost 
simplicity of general scheme, but carried out with a mastery 
of proportion and detail which has never been surpassed. 
Of moderate size in most cases, they were intended prima- 
rily to enshrine the simulacrum of the deity, and not, like 
Christian churches, to accommodate great throngs of wor- ■ 
shippers. Nor were they, on the 
other hand, sanctuaries designed, 
like those of Egj'pt, to exclude all 
but a privileged few from secret 
rites performed only by the priests 
and king. The statue of the deity 
was enshrined in a chamber, the 
ttaos (see plan, Fig, 31), often of 
considerable size, and accessible 
to the public through a columnar 
porch, the pronaos. A smaller 
chamber, the opiitkodomus, was 
sometimes added in the rear of 
the main sanctuary, to ser\'e as a 
treasury or depository for votive 
offerings. Together these formed a windowless structure 
called the cella, beyond which was the rear porch, the pos- 
ticum or epinaos. This whole structure was in the larger 
temples surrounded by a colonnade, the ptrhlyle, which 
formed the most splendid feature of Greek architeciure. 
The external aisle on either side of the cella was called the 
pUroma. A single gabled roof covered the erUire building. 
The Greek colonnade was thus an exterior feature, sur- 
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Tounding the solid celia-wall instead of being enclosed by it 
s in Egypt. Tlie temple was a public, not a royal monument ; 
and its builders aimed, not as in Egj-pt at size and overwhelm- 
ing sombre majesty, but rather at sunny beauty and the high- 
est pemction of proportion, execution, and detail (Fig- 34). 

There were of course many variations of the general 
' type just described. Each of these has received a special 
name, which is given below with explanations and is illus- 
trated in Fig. 31. 

In aniis ; with a porch having two or more columns en- 
\closed between the projecting side-walls of the della, 

Prostylar {or ^Tosty^t); with a ct>iumnar porch in front I 
and no peristyle. 

Amphiprmtyfrir (or -style) ; with culumnar porches at both 
ends but no peristyle. 

Peri^eral ; surrounded by columns. 

Pseudoperipteral ; with false or engaged columns built 
into the walls of the cella, leaving no pleroma. 

DipUraf ; with double lateral ranges of columns (see 
Fig- 39)> 

Pseudodipleral ; with a single row of columns on each 
side, whose distance from the wall is equal to two intcrco- 
lumniations of the front. , 

Tetrastyle, Itexastyle, octas'tyle, decastylt, etc, ; wi th four, six. ] 
e ight, or ten columns in the end rows . 

COBSTBQCTIOH. All the temples known to us are of stone, 
though it is evident from allusions in the ancient writers 
that wood was sometimes used in early times. (See p. 6i.) 
The finest temples, especially those of Attica, Olympia, and. 
Asia Minor, were of marble. In Magna Grsecia, at Assoa,^ 
and in other places where marble was wanting, limestone, 
sandstone, or lava was employed and finished with a thin, 
fine Stucco. The roof was almost invariably of wood and 
gabled, forming at the ends pediments decorated in most 
' cases with sculpture. The disappearance of these infiam- 
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mable and perishable roofs has given rise to endless specu- 
lations as to the lighting of the cellas, which in all known 
ruins, except one at Agrigentum, are destitute of windows. 
It has been conjectured that light was admitted through 
openings in the roof, and even that the central part of the 
cella was wholly open to the sky. Such an arrangement is 
termed hypatliral, from an expression used in a description 
by Vilruvius;* but this description corresponds to no 
known structure, and the weight of opinion now inclines 
against the use of the hypEethral opening, except possibly in 
one or two of the largest temples, in which a part of the 
cella in front of the statue may have been thus left open. 
But even this partial hypmthros is not substantiated by direct 
evidence- It hardly seems probable that the magnificent 
chryselephantine statues of such temples were ever thus 
left exposed to the extremes of the climate, which are often 
severe even in Greece. In the model of the Parthenon de- 
signed by Ch. Chipiez for the Metropolitan Museum in New 
York, a small clerestory opening ihro-igh the roof admits a 
moderate amount of light to the cella; but this ingenious 
device rests on no positive evidence (see Frontispiece). It 
seems on the whole most probable that the cella was lighted 
entirely by artificial illumination ; but the controversy in 
its present state is and must be wholly speculative. 

The wooden roof was covered with tiles of terra-cotta oi 
marble. It was probably ceiled and panelled on the under 
side, and richly decorated with color and gold. The pter- 
oma had under the exterior roof a ceiling of stone or mar- 
ble, deeply panelled between transverse architraves. 

The naos and opisthodomus being in the larger temples 
too wide to be spanned by single beams, were furnished 
with interior columns to afford intermediate support. To 
avoid the extremes of too great massiveness and excessive 
filenderness in these columns, they were built in two stages, 
•Lib III., Cap. 1. 
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Pand advantage was taken of this arrangement, in some 

[ casts, at least, to introduce lateral galleries into the naos. 

BCDLPTraE AlTD CABTIKO. Ail the architectural member- 

ng was treated with the greatest refinement of design and 

I execution, and the aid of sculpture, both in relief and in 

round, was invoked 

j to give splendor and tuTiy 't T i. Jtr'^.' '" 
1. significance to the mon- 
ument. The statue of 

the deity was the focus 

of internal interest, while 

externally, groups of 

statues representing the 
1 Olympian deities or the 
' mythical exploits of 

gods, demigods, and 

heroes, adorned the ga- 
bles. Relief can-ings in 

the friezes and metopes 
I commemorated the fa- 
' vorite national myths. 

In these sculptures we 

have the finest known 

adaptations of pure 

sculpture — (>., sculpt- 
hiire treated as such and 
■ complete in itself — to 

Ian architectural framework. The noblest examples of this 
Edecorative sculpture are those of the Parthenon, consisting 
l.of figures in the full round from the pediments, groups in 
I high relief from the metopes, and the beautiful frieze of 
I the Panathenaic procession from the ceila-wall under the' 
I' pteroma ceiling. The greater part of these splendid works 
I are now in the British Museum, whither they were removed 
i by Lord Elgin in iSoi. From Olympia, Aegina, and 
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Phigaleia, ^er master-works of the same kind have been 
transferred to the museums of Europe. In the Doric style 
there was little carving other than the sculpture, the orna- 
ment being mainly polychromatic. Greek Ionic and Co- 
rinthian monuments, however, as well as minor works such 
as steles, altars, etc., were richly adorned with carved 
mouldings and friezes, festoons, acroteria, and other em- 
bellishments executed with the chisel. The anthemion 
ornament, a form related to the Egyptian lotus and Assy- 
rian palmette, most frequently figures in these. It was 
made into designs of wonderful vigor and beauty (Fig. 32). 
DETAIL AHD EZBCtTTIOH. In the handling and cutting of 
stone the Greeks displayed a surpassing skill and delicacy. 
While ordinarily they were content to use stones of moder- 
ate size, they never hesitated at any dimension necessary 
for proper effect or solid construction. The lower drums 
of the Parthenon peristyle are 6 feet 6}i inches in diameter, 
and 2 feet 10 inches high, cut from single blocks of Pentelic 
marble. The architraves of the Propylaea at Athens are 
each made up of two lintels placed side by side, the longest 
17 feet 7 inches long, 3 feet 10 inches high, and ? feet 4 
inches thick. In the colossal temples of Asia Minor, where 
the taste for the vast and grandiose was more pronounced, 
blocks of much greater size were used. These enormous 
stones were cut and fitted with the most scrupulous exact- 
ness. The walls of all important structures were built in 
regular courses throughout, every stone carefully bedded 
with extremely close joints. The masonry was usually laid 
up without cement and clamped with metal ; there is no 
filling in with rubble and concrete between mere facings of 
cut stone, as in most modern work. When the only avail- 
able stone was of coarse texture it was finished with a coat- 
ing of fine stucco, in which sharp edges and minute detail 
could be worked. 

The details were, in the best period, executed with the 
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tnost extraordinarj' refinement and care. The profiles of 
capitals and mouldings, the carved ornament, ^| arrises of 
the flutings, were cut with marvellous precisim and deli- 
cacy. It has been rightly said that the Greeks "built like | 
Titans and finished like jewellers." But this perfect finish j 
was never petty nor wasted on unworthy or vulgar design. ( 
The just relation of scale between the building and all its | 
parts was admirably maintained ; the ornament was dis- *\ 
tributed with rare judgment, and the vigor of its desigo | 
saved it from all appearance of triviality. 

The sensitive taste of the Greeks led them into other 
refinements than those of mere mechanical perfection. Iq 
the Parthenon especially, but also in lesser degree in other 
temples, the seemingly straight lines of the building were 
all slightly curved, and the vertical faces inclined. This 
was done to correct the monotony and stiffness of absolutely 
straight lines and right angles, and certain optical illusions 
which their acute observation had detected. The long hor- 
izontal lines of the stylobate and cornice were made convex 
upward ; a similar convexity in the horizontal corona of the 
pediment counteracted the seeming concavity otherwise re- 
sulting from its meeting with the multiplied inclined lines 
of the raking cornice. The columns were almost imper- 
ceptibly inclined toward the cella, and the corner inter- 
columniations made a trifle narrower than the rest; while 
the vertical lines of the arrises of the flutings were made I 
convex outward with a curve of the utmost beauty and 
delicacy. By these and other like refinements there was 
I imparted to the monument an elasticity and vigor of 
[ aspect, an elusive and surprising beauty impossible to de- 
scribe and not to be explained by the mere composition and 
general proportions, yet manifest to every cultivated eye." . 

* These refinements, first noticed by All.ison in 1S14. and I atrr con firmed 
_ by Cockercll and Hailer m 10 ihe tolumns, were published lo tlie worid in 
blSjS by HoHer, verilied by Penmse in I84£i, and furtlier developed hy the 
^ntvestigationi of Ziller and later observers. 
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and Monuments of Ancient Athens. Hitocff et Zanth, Reciieil 
lies Monuments de Stgeste et Sllinonte. Magne, Le Parthinon. 
Koldewey and Puchstein, Die griechisehen Tempel in Unler- 
italien und Sidlien. Waldstein, The Argive Hemum. 

HiflTOBio OETELOPICEHT. The history of Greek architect- 
ure, subsequL-nt to the Heroic or Primitive Age, may be 
divided into periods as follows ; 

The Archaic ; from 650 to 500 b.c. 

The Transitional ; from 500 to 460 b.c, or to the re- 
vival of prosperity after the Persian wars. 

The Pekiclean ; from 460 to 400 b.c. 

The Flokid or Alexasdkean ; from 400 to 300 b.c. 

The Decadent ; 300 to 100 b.c. 

The Roman ; 100 b.c. to zoo a.d. 

These dates are, of course, somewhat arbitrary ; it is 
impossible to set exact bounds to style-periods, which must 
inevitably overlap at certain points, but the dates, as given 
above, wili assist in distinguishing the successive phases of 
the history. 

&aOHAic FEBIOD. The archaic period Is characterized by 
the exclusive use of the Doric order, which appears in the 
earliest monuments complete in all its parts, but heavy in its 
proportions and coarse in its execution. The oldest known 
temples of this period are the Apollo Temple at Corinth (650 
B.C. ?), and the Nortliern Temple on the acropolis at Selinas in 
Sicily (cir. 610-590 b.c). They are both of a coarse iinie- 
stone covered with stucco. The columns are low and mas- 
sive (4j4 to ^fi diameters in height), widely spaced, and 
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carry a very high entablature. The triglyphs still appear 
around the cella wall under the pteroma ceiling, an illogical ■ 
detail destined to disappear in later buildings. Other tem- 
ples at Selinus date from the middle or latter part of the 
sixth century ; they have higher columns and finer profiles 
than those just mentioned. The great Temple of Zeae at 
Belinns was the earliest of five colossal Cjreek temples of 
very nearly identical dimensions ; it measured 360 feet by 167 
feet in plan, but was never completed. During the second 
half of the sixth century important Doric temples were 

uilt at Pseslum in South 
Italy, and Agrigentum in 
Sicily ; the somewhat primi- 
tive temple at Assos in Asia 
Minor, with uncouth carv- 
ings of centaurs and mon- 
sters on its architrave, be- 
longs to this same period. 
The Temple of Zens at 

Agrigenttun (Fig. 33) is another singular and exceptional 
design, and was the second of the five colossal temples 
mentioned above. The pleroma was entirely enclosed by 
walls with engaged columns showing externally, and was of 
extraordinary width. The walls of the narrow cella were 
interrupted by heavy piers supporting allantes, or applied 
Statues under the ceiling. There seem to have been win- 
dows between these figures, but it is not clear whence they 
borrowed their light, unless It was admitted by the omis- : 
sion of the metopes between the external triglyphs. 

THE THAKBITIOV. During the transitional period therfc j 
was a marked improvement in the proportions, detail, and ' 
workmanship of the temples. The cella was made broader, 
the columns more slender, the entablature lighter. The 
triglyphs disiippeared from ihe cella wall, and sculpture of 
■ a higher order enhanced the architectural effect. The pro- 
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files of the mouldings and especially of the capitals became 
more subtle and refined in their curves, while the develop- 
ment of the Ionic order in important monuments in Asia 
Minor was preparing the way for the splendors of the Per- 
iclean age. Three temples especially deserve notice : the 
Athena Temple on the island of iEgina, the Temple of 
Zeas at Oljrmpia, and the so-called TheBetun — perhaps a 
temple of Heracles — in Athens. They belong to the pe- 
riod 470-450 B.C. ; they are all hexastyle and peripteral, 
and without triglyphs on the cella wall. Of the three the 
second in the list is interesting as the scene of those rites 
which preceded and accompanied the Panhellenic Olympian 
games, and as the central feature of the Altis, the most 
complete temple-group and enclosure among ali Greek re- 
mains. It was built of a coarse conglomerate, finished 
with fine stucco, and embellished with sculpture by the 
greatest masters of the time. The adjacent Heraion (tem- 
ple of Hera) was a highly venerated and ancient shrine, 
originally built with wooden columns which, according 
to Pausanias, were replaced one by one, as they decayed, 
by stone columns. The truth of this statement is attested 
by the discovery of a singular variety of capitals among its 
ruins, corresponding to the various periods at which they 
were added. The Theseum is the most perfectly preserved 
of all Greek temples, and in the refinement of its forms is 
only surpassed by those of the Periclean age. 

THE VESICiUK AGE, The Persian wars may be taken 
as the dividing line between the Transition period and 
the Periclean age. The //an of national enthusiasm that 
followed the expulsion of the invader, and the glory and 
wealth which accrued to Athens as the champion of all 
Hellas, resulted in a splendid reconstruction of the Attic 
monuments as well as a revival of building activity in Asia 
Minor. By the wise administration of Pericles and by the 
genius of Ictinus. Phidias, and other artists of surpassing 
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skill, the Acropolis at Athens was crowned with a group ol 
buildings and statues absolutely unrivalled. Chief among 
them was the Fartlieiion, the shrine of Athena Parthenoa, 
which the critics of all schools have agreed in considering 
the most faultless in design and execution of alt buildings 
' erected by man (Figs. 31, 34, and Frontispiece). It was 
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^h an octastylc peripteral temple, with seventeen columns on 
^B the side, and measured 220 by 100 feet on the top of the 
^KEtylobate. It was the work of Ictinus and Callicrates, built 
^Bto enshrine the noble statue of the goddess by Phidias, a 
^PLstanding chryselephantine figure forty feet high. It was 
^* (he masterpiece of Creek architecture not only by reason of 
its refinements of detail, but also on account of the beauty 
of its sculptural adornments. The frieze about the cclla 
wall under the pteroma ceiling, representing in low relief 
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with masterly skill the Panalhenaic procession ; the sculpt- 
ured groups in the metopes, and the superb assemblages of 
Olympic and symbolic figures of colossal size in the pedi- 
ments, added their majesty to the 
perfection of the architecture. 
Here also the horizontal curva- 
tures and other refinements are 
found in their highest develop- 
ment. Northward from it, upon 
the Acropolis, stood the Erech- 
Uteam, an excellent example of 
the Attic-Ionic style (Figs. 35, 36), 

Its singular irregularities of plan ''"'■ ^s'-plan o» EBHCHt-HBUM. 
and level, and the variety of its detail, exhibit in a striking 
way the Greek indifference to mere formal symmetry when 
confronted by practical considerations. The motive in this 
case was the desire to include in one design several existing 
and venerated shrines to Attic deities and heroes — Athena 
Potias, Poseidon, Pandrosus, Erechtheus, Boutes, etc. Be- 
gun by unknown architects in 479 B.C., and not completed 
until 408 B.C., it re- 
mains in its ruin 
still one of the most 
interesting and at- 
tractive of ancient 
buildings. Its two 
colonnades of dif- 
fering design, its 
beautiful north 
doorway, and the 
unique and noble 
caryatid porch or 
balcony on the south side are unsurpassed in delicate beauty 
combined with vigor of design.* A smaller monument nf the 
.Ionic order, the amphiprostyle temple to ITike Apteroa — 
•See Appendix, p. 417. 
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the Wingless Victory — stands on a projecting spur of the 
Acropolis to the southwest. It measures oniy a; feet by 
18 feet in plan ; the cella is nearly square ; the columns are 
sturdier than those of the Erechtheum, and the execution 
of the monument is admirable. It was the first complet- 
ed of the extant build- 
ings of the group of 
the Acropolis and dates 
from 466 B.C. 

In the Propylaa (Fig. 
37), the monumental 
gafeway to the Acropn- 
lis, the Doric and Ionic 
orders appear to have 
been combined for the 
first time (437 to 43a 

B.C.). It was the mas- ^^^ -reorvL** AT ATHH--^ ruL*. 

ter work of Mnesicles. 

The front and rear fapades were Doric hexastyles ; ad- 
joining the front porch were two projecting lateral wings 
employing a smaller Doric order. The central passage- 
way led between two rows of Ionic columns to the rear 
porch, entered by five doorways and crowned, like the 
front, with a pediment. The whole was executed with the 
same splendor and perfection as the other buildings of 
the Acropolis, and was a worthy gateway to the group of 
noble monuments which crowned that citadel 6f-the Attic 
capital. The two orders were also combined in the temple 
of Apollo EpionrinB at PJugalsaa (Bassae). This temple 
was erected in 430 B.C. by Ictinus. who used the Ionic 
order internally to decorate a row of projecting piers in- 
stead of free-standing columns in the naos, in which there 
was also a single Corinthian column of rather archaic de- 
sign, which may have been used as a support for a statue 
CM- votive offering. 
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ALEXAKDBIAH AOE. A period of reaction followed the 
splendid architectural activity of the Periclean age A 
succession of disastrous wars — the Sicilian, Peloponnesian, 
and Corinthian — drained the energies and destroyed the 
peace of European Greece for seventy-five years, robbing 
Athens of her supremacy and inflicting wounds from which 
she never recovered. In the latter part of the fourth cen- 
tury, however, the triumph of the Macedonian empire over 
all the Mediterranean lands inaugurated a new era of 
architectural magnificence, especially in Asia Minor. The 
keynote of the art of this time was splendor, as that of ihe 
preceding age was artistic perfection. The Corinthian 
order came into use, as though the Ionic were not rich 
enough for the sumptuous taste of the time, and capitals 
and bases of novel and elaborate design embellished the 
Ionic temples of Asia Minor. In the temple of Apollo 
Didymffiiu at Miletus, the plinths of the bases were made 
octagonal and panelled with rich scroll -carvings ; and the 
piers which buttressed the interior faces of the celJa- 
walls were given capitals of singular but elegant form, mid- 
way between the Ionic and Corinthian types. This temple 
belongs to the list of colossal edifices already referred to ; 
its dimensions were 366 by 163 feel, making it the largest 
of them all. The famous ArtemiBiiim (temple of Artemis 
or Diana) measured 342 by 163 feet. Several of the columns 
of the latter were enriched with sculptured figures encir- 
cling the lower drums of the colos.sal shafts. The most lav- 
ish expenditure was bestowed upon small structures, shrines, 
and sarcophagi. The graceful monument still visible itj. 
Athens, erected by the choraegus Lysicrates in token of 
his victory in the choral competitions, belongs to this period 
(330 B.C.). It is circular, with a slightly domical imbricated 
roof, and is decorated with elegant engaged Corinthian col- 
umns ( Fig. 38). In the Imperial Museum at Constantinople 
are several sarcophagi of this period found at Sidon, but 
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executed by Greek artists, and of e 
are in the form of temples a 
supposed by some to have been 
favorite general Perdiccas, and 
by others for the Persian satrap 
who figures prominently on its 
sculptured reliefs, is the most 
sumptuous work of the kind in 
existence. The exquisite poly- 
chromy of its beautiful reliefs 
and the perfection of its rich 
details of cornice, pediment, til- 
ing, and crestings, make it an 
exceedingly interesting and in- 
structive example of the minor 
architecture of the period. 

THZ DECABEIICE. After the de- 
cline of Alexandrian magnifi- 
cence Greek art never recovered 
its ancient glory, but the flame 
was not suddenly extinguished. 
While in Greece proper the works 
of the second and third centuries i 
weak and lifeless, like the Btoaof AttaJai^iys b.c.) and the 
Tower of the Winds (the Clepsydra of Andronicus Cyrrhes- 
tes, loo B.C.) at Athens or the Portico of Philip in Delos, 
there were still a few worthy works built in .^sia Minor. 
The splendid Altar erected at Per^amon by Eumenes II. 
(circ i8o B.C.) in the Ionic order, combined sculpture of ex- 
traordinary vigor with imposing architecture in masterly 
iashion. At Aiianoi an Ionic Temple to Zeui, by some at- 
tributed to the Roman period, but showing rather the charac- 
ter of good late Greek work, deserves mention fur its elegant 
details, and especially for its frieze- decoration of acanthus 
;aves and scrolls resembling those of a Corinthian capital. 
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BOU&H PERIOD. During this period, i.e., throughout the 
second and first centuries b.c, the Roman dominion was 
spreading over Greek territory, and the structures erected 
subsequent to the conquest partake of the Roman charac- 
ter and mingle Roman conceptions with Greek details and 
vieeversd. The temple of the OlympianZensat Athens (Fig. 
39), a mighty dipteral Co- 
rinthian edifice measuring 
354 by 171 feet, standing on 
a vast terrace or temenos 
surrounded by a buttressed 
wall, was begun by Anti- 

, — a - , ^ ^ ochus Epiphanes (170 B.c.) 

on the site of an earlier un- 
■ ^*~ ATHENS. finished Doric temple of the 

time of Pisistratus, and car- 
ried out under the direction of the Roman architect, Cos- 
sutius. It was not, however, finally completed until the time 
of Hadrian, 130 a.d. Meanwhile Sulla had despoiled it of 
several columns * which he carried to Rome (86 B.C.), to use 
in the rebuilding of the temple of Jupiter on the Capitol, 
where they undoubtedly served as models in the develop- 
ment of the Roman Corinthian order. The columns were 
57 feet high, with capitals of the most perfect Corinthian 
type ; fifteen are now standing, and one lies prostrate near 
by. To the Roman period also belong the Agora Gate 
(circ. 35 K.c), the Arch of Hadrian (117 a.d.), the Odeoa 
of Aegilla or of Herodes Atticus (143 a.d.), at Athens, 
and many temples and tombs, theatres, arches, etc., in the 
Greek provinces. 

" L. Bevicr, in Papers of thf Amcrh-an C/assiral ScAiv/u/ J fifin (vat. 
i. , pp. l<)5. 19O), conlcnds Ihal these were cnliiinns left fium the old Doric 
temple. This is untenable, tar Sulla would certainly not liave taken the 
trouble lo cany away arcluic Doric ccdumus, with such ^Gtulid Corio- 
thian columns before him. 
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tBODIAS KOinrKEHTB ; FEOPTUBA. The stately gateway 

by which the Acropolis was erUertil has already been de- 
scribed. It was the noblest and most perfect of a class of 
buildings whose prototype is found in the monumental co- 
lumnar porches of the palace-group at Persepolis. The 
Greeks never used the arch in these structures, nor did 
I they attach to them the same importance as did most of 
Pihe other nations of antiquity. The AJtis of Olympia, the 
I national shrine of Hellenism, appears to have had 00 cen- 
tral gateway of imposing size, hut a numher of insignificant 
entrances disposed at random. The Fropylsea of Saninm, 
Priene and Eleusia are the most conspicuous, after those 
■ of the Athenian Acropolis. Of these the Ionic gateway at 
(Priene is the finest, although the later of the two at Eleu- 
s is interesting for its anta-capitals. (Anfa = a flat pilas- 
ter decorating the end of a wing-wall and treated with a 
ise and capital usually differing from those of the adja- 
Kcent columns.) These are of Corinthian type, adorned with 
t winged horses, scrolls, and anthemions of an exuberant 
richness of design, characteristic of this late period, 

COLOmiABEB, BIOM. These were built to connect public 

monuments (as the Dionysiac theatre and Odeon at 

Athens) ; or along the sides of great public squares, as at 

Assos and Olympia (the so-called Echo Hall) ; or as inde- 

^^pendent open public halls, as the Stoa Diple at Thoricus, 

^^uhey afforded shelter from sun and rain, places for prom- 

^Knading, meetings with friends, public gatherings, and simi- 

^Hfir purposes. They were rarely of great size, and most of 

^^piem are of rather late date, though the archaic structure 

^Ht Pxstum, known as the Basilica, was probably in reality 

^B*il open hall of this kind. 

THEATRES, ODEOKB. These were mvarlably cut out of the 
rocky hillsides, though in a few cases (Maniinsa, Myra, 
Anliphellus) a part of the seats were sustained by a built-up 
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slope under them. The front of the excavation was t 
closed by a stagt and a set scene or background, built up 
so as to leave somtwhat 
over a semicircle for the 
orchestra or space enclosed 
by the lower tier of seats 
(Fig. 40). An altar to Dio- 
nysus (Bacchus) was the es- 
sential feature iu the fore- 
ground of the orchestra, 
where the Dionysiac choral 
dance was performed. The 
seats formed successive 
steps of stone or marble 
sweeping around the slop- 
ing excavation, with carved marble thrones for the priests, 
archons, and other dignitaries. The only architectural dec- 
oration of the theatre was that of the set scene or skene, which 
with its wing-walls (^paraskenai) enclosing the stage i/ogi-ion) 
was a permanent structure of stone or marble adorned with 
doors, cornices, pilasters, etc. This has perished in nearly 
every case ; but at Aspendus, in Asia Minor, there is one still 
fairly well preserved, with a rich architectural decoration 
on its inner face. The extreme diameter of the theatres 
varied greatly ; thus at Aizanoi it is 187 feet, and at Syra- 
cuse 495 feet. The theatre of Dionysus at Athens (finished 
325 B.C.) could accommodate thirty thousand spectators. 

The odeon differed from the theatre principally in being 
smaller and entirely covered in by a wooden roof. The 
Odeon of Eegilla, built by Herodes Atticus in Athens (143 
A.n.), is a well-preserved specimen of this class, but all 
traces of its cedar ceiling and of its intermediate supports 
have disa|)pt-ared. 

siriLDiNae Foa athletic costebts. These comprised 
stadia and hippodromes for races, and gymnasia and pa- 
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rhestTKforindivklualexercise, bathing, and amusement. The I 
, tiadia and hippodromes were oblong enclosures surrounded ] 
by tiers of stals and without conspicuous architectural feat- 
The palastra or gymitasium — for the terms are not 
[ clearly distinguished — was a combination of courts, cham. 
bers, tanks {piscinie) for bathers and exedra or semicircular 
recesses provided with tiers of seats for spectators and 
auditors, destined not merely for the exercises of athletes 
preparing for the stadium, but also for the instruction and, 
diversion of the public by recitations, lectures, and discus- 
sions. It was the prototype of the Roman thermic, but I 
less imposing, more simple in plan and adornment. Every I 
Greek city had one or more of them, but they have almost 
I wholly disappeared, and the brief description by Vitruvius 
and scanty remains at Alexandria Troas and Ephesus fur- 
nish almost the only information we possess regarding their 
form and arrangement. 

TOKBB. These are not numerous, and the most important 
; found in Asia Minor. The greatest of these is 
famed Hausoleum at Halicamassus in Caria, the monument I 
jcted to the king Mausolus by his widow Artemisia (354 j 
:,; Fig. 41). It was designed by Satyrus and Pythius in 1 
the Ionic style, and comprised a podium or base 50 feet 
I high and measuring 80 feet by 100 feet, in which was the ' 
k sepulchre. Upon this base stood a cella surrounded by 
I thirty-six Ionic columns, and crowned by a pyramidal roof, 1 
L the peak of which was a colossal marble quadriga at a 
height of 130 feet. It was superbly decorated by Scopas 
and other great sculptors with statues, marble lions, and a 
I magnificent frieze. The British Museum possesses frag- 
ments of this most imposing monument. At Xanthus the 
Kereid Uonatuent, so called from its sculptured figures of 
Nereides, was a somewhat similar design on a smaller scale, 
with sixteen Ionic columns. At Mylassa was another tomb 
with an open Corinthian colonnade supporting a roof formed , 
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in a stepped pyramid. Some of the later rock-cut tomlw of 
I>ycla at Myra and Antiphellus may also be counted . 
Hellenic works. 







DOMBITIO AECHITECTUBB. This never attained great im- 
portance in Greece, and our knowledge of the typical Greek 
house is principally derived from literary sources. Very 
few remains of Greek houses have been found sufficiently 
well preserved to permit of restoring even the plan. It is 
probable that they resembled in general arrangement 
the houses of Pompeii (see p. 107) ; but that they were 
generally insignificant in si/e and decoration. The exte- 
rior walls were pierced only hy the entrance doors, all light 
being derived from one or more interior courts. In the 
Macedonian epoch there must have been greater display 
and luxury in domestic architecture, but no remains have 
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le down to us of sufficient importance or completeness 
I to warrant further diS' 
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MOHIIKEnTB, In addition to those already mentioned in the text the 
follcwing should be enumeratEd : 

Prehistoric Pekidd. In the Islands abnut Santorin, remains of 
bouses antedating 1500 B.C. ; at Tiryns the Acropolis, walls, and miscel- 
laaeous ruins ; the like also at Mycenic, l>esides various tombs ; walls 
and gates at Samos, Thoticus. Menidi, Athens, eic 

Archaic Period. Doric Temples at Metapontium (by Durm nssigned 
I0G1011.C.), Selinus, Agrigcntum, Pacstum ; at Athens the first I'anhe- 
non : in Asia Minor the primitive Ionic Attemisium at Epbesus and 
the HeraioQ at Samos. the latter the oldest of colossal Greek temples. 

Transitional Ps.RiOD. At Agrigentum, temples of Concord, Costor 
and Pollux, Demeter, Aesrolapius, all circ. 460 n.c. ; temples at .Seli 
and Segcstit. 

pERlCLtAN pKRiijD. In Athens the Ionic temple on the lllissus. de- ] 
Etroycd during the present century ; on Cape Sunium the temple of Athcn 
430 B.C., partly standing ; at Nemea. the temple of Zeus ; at Tegea. the ^ 
temple of Athena Elea (400 ? B.C.) ; at Rhamiius, the temples of Themii 
and of Nemesis ; at Argoii. two temples, sloa. and other buildings ; all 
these were Doric. 

ALBXANlntlAM PERloo. The temple of Dionysus at Teos ; temple of 
Artemis Leucophryne at Magnesia, iMth about 330 B.C. and oF the Ionic 

Decadence ANt) Roman Period, At Athens the Stoa of Eumenea, 

drc. 17011.C. ; the monument of Philopappuson the Museum hill, moa.d, ; 

[ the Gymnashim of H.idrian, 114 to 137 A.D. ; the last two of the Corin- 

[ thian order. 

TiiKATiiKS, Besides those already mentioned there are important re- i 
niins of theatres at Epidaurus, Argos, Scgcsla. lussus (400? B.C.). Delos, 
L £icyon, and Thoricus ; at Aizanoi, Myra. Telmissus. and I'atara, besides 
f nunj othen of less importance scattered through the fleltenic world. 
i T&onniaa. are extensive ruinsof alurge Greek theatre rebuilt in [he Roman 
■ .period. 




RxiKS Recommended : As before, Anderson and Spiers, 
Baiimeister, Reber. Choisy, L'Art de hdtir ches les Romains. 
Desgodetz, Rome in her Ancient Grandeur. Durm, Die Bau- 
kuttU der Etrusker; Die Bauktinst der RSmer. I-anciani, 
Ancient Rome in the Light of Modem Discovery; New Tales 
of Old Rome; Ruins and Excavations of Ancient Rome. De 
Martha, Arcliio/ogie iirusque et rontaine. Mitldleton, Ancient 
Rome in /JJtf. 

LARD AND PEOPLE. The geographical position of Italy 
conferred upon her special and obvious advantages for tak- 
ing Up and carrying northward and westward the arts of 
civilization. A scarcity of good harbors was the only draw- 
back amid the blessings of a glorious climate, fertile soil, 
varied scenery, and rich material resources. From a re- 
mote antiquity Dorian colonists had occupied the southern 
portion and the island of Sicily, enriching them with splen- 
did monuments of Doric art ; and Phcenician commerce 
had brought thither the products of Oriental art and indus- 
try. The foundation of Rome in 753 B.C. established the 
nucleus about which the sundry populations of Italy were 
to crystallize into the Roman nation, under the dominating 
influence of the I.atin element. Later on, the absorption 
of the conquered Etruscans added to this composite people 
a race of builders and engiueers, as yet rude and uncouth 
in their art, but destined to become a powerful factor in 
developing the new architecture that was to spring from 
the contact of the practical Romans with the noble art of 
the Greek centres. 
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lBAGIEBISTIGS. While the Greeks bequeathed' 
tu posterity the most perfect models of form in literary and' 
plastic art, it wns reserved for the Romans to work out 
the applications of these to every-day material life. The 
Romans were above all things a practical people. Their 
consummate skill as organizers is manifest in the marvel- 
lous administrative institutions of their government, under 
which they united the most distant and diverge nationali- 
ties. Seemingly deficient in culture, they were yet able to 
recast the forms of Greek architecture in new moulds, and 
to evolve therefrom a mighty architecture adapted to wholly 
novel conditions. They brought engineering into the ser- 
vice of architecture, which they fitted to the varied require- 
ments of government, public amusement, private luxury, 
and the common comfort. They covered the antique 
world with arches and amphitheatres, with villas, baths, 
basilicas, and temples, all iiearing the unmistakable impress 
of Rome, though wrought by artists and artisans of divers 
races. Only ah extraordinary genius for organiitation could 
have accomplished such results. 

The architects of Rome marvellously extended the range 
of their art, and gave it a flexibility by which it accommo- 
dated itself to the widest variety of materials and condi- 
tions. They made the arch and vault the basis of their 
'System of design, employing them on a scale previously tin- 
idreamed of, and in combinations of surpassing richness and 
majesty. They systematized their methods of construction 
so that soldiers and barbarians could execute the rough 
■mass of their buildings, and formulated the designing of 
the decorative details so that artisans of moderate skill 
xould execute them with good effect. They carried the 
'principle of repetition of motives to its utmost limit, and 
iCought to counteract any resulting monotony by the scale 
and splendor of the design. Above all they developed 
.planning into a fine art, displaying iheir genius in a won- 
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derful variety of combinations and in an unfalliDg sense 
of the demands of constructive propriety, practical con- 
venience, and artistic effect. Where Egyptian or Greek 
architecture shows one type of plan, the Roman shows a 
score. 

QEEEK iKFLDEircE. Previous Co the closing years of the. 
Republic the Romans had no art but the Etruscan. The 
few buildings of importance they possessed were of Etrus- 
can design and worltmanship, excepting a small number 
built by Greek hands. It was not untii the Empire that 
Roman architecture took on a truly national form. True 
Roman architecture is essentially imperial. The change 
from the primitive Etruscan style to the splendors of the 
imperial age was due to the conquest of the Greek slates. 
Not only did the Greek campaigns enrich Rome with an 
unprecedented wealth of artistic spoils; they also brought 
into Italy hosts of Greek artists, and filled the minds o( 
the campaigners with the ambition to realize in their own 
dominions the marble colonnades, the temples, theatres, 
and propylEa of the Greek cities they had pillaged. The 
Greek orders were adopted, altered, and applied to ar- 
caded designs as well as to peristyles and other open 
colonnades. The marriage of the column and arch gave 
birth to a system of forms as characteristic of Roman 
architecture as the Doric or Ionic colonnade is of the 
Greek. 

THE BOIUB OKDEBB, To meet the demands of Roman 
taste the Etruscan column was retained with its simple en- 
tablature ; the Doric and Ionic were adopted in a modified 
form ; the Corinthian was developed into a complete and 
independent order, and the Composite was added to the 
list. A regular sys'tem of proportions for all these five 
orders was gradually evolved, and the mouldings were 
profiled with artfs of circles instead of the subtler Greek 
curves. In the building of many-storied ; 
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orders were superposetl, the more slender over the stur- 

dier, in an orderly and graded succession. The immense ■ 

extent and number of the Roman buildings, the coarse 

materials often used, the relative scarcity of highly trained i 

artisans, and above all, the necessity of making a given 

amount of artistic design serve tor the largest possible | 

amount of architecture, combined 

to direct the designing of detail 

into uniform channels. Thus in 

time was established a sort of canon 

of proportions, which was reduced 

to rules by Vitruvius, and revived 

in much more detailed and precise 

form by Vignola in the sixteenth 

century. 

In each of the orders, including 
the Doric, the column was given a 
base one half of a diameter in height 
(the unit of measurement being the 
diameter of the lower part of the 
shaft, the cntssi'tuJo of Vitruvius). 
The shaft was made to contract I 
about one-sixth in diameter toward 
the capital, under which it was termi- 
nated by an astragal or collar of 
small mouldings ; at the base it end- 
ed in a slight flare and fillet called 
the tincture. The entablature was 
in all cases given not far from one quarter the height of the 
whole column. The Tuscan order was a rudimentary or 
Etruscan Doric with a culiimn seven diameters high and a 
simple eniahhiture without triglyphs, nuitules, or dentils. 
But few examples of its use are known. The Doric (Tig, 42) 
retained the triglyphsand metopes, the mutules and guttaeof 
the Greek ; but the column was made eight diameters high, 




78 HISTORY OF ARCHITECTURE. 

the shaft was smooth or had deep flutings separated by nar- 
row fillets, ami was usually provided with a simple moulded 
base on a square plinth. Mutules were used only over the 
triglyphs, and were even replaced in some cases by dentils ; 
the corona was made lighter than the Greek, and a cyma- 
tium replaced the antefixse on the lateral cornices. The 
lonio underwent fewer changes, and these principally in 
the smaller mouldings and details of the capital. The col- 
umn was nine diameters high (Fig, 43), The CorinthiaiL 
was made into an independent order by the designing of a 
special base of small tori and scoHa, and by sumptuously 
I carved modillions or brackets en- 
riching the cornice and supporting 
the corona above a denticulated 
bed -mould (Fig, 44). Though the 
first designers of the modillion were 
probably Greeks, it must, never- 
theless, be taken as really a Roman 
device, worthily completing the es- 
sentially Roman Corinthian order. 
The Composite was formed by com- 
bining into one capital portions of 
the Ionic and Corinthian, and giv- 
ing to it a simplified form of the 
Corinthian cornice. The Corinthian 
order remained, however, the fa- 
vorite order of Roman architecture. 
USE OF TEE OBOEEB. The Konians 
nt 11— iioMAN lON.c OED8K introduccd many innovations in the 
general use and treatment of the 
orders. Monolithic shafts were preferred to those built up 
of superposed drums. The fluting was omitted on these, 
and when hard and semt-precious stone like porphyry or 
verd-antique was the material, it was highly polished to 
bring out its color. These polished monoliths were often 
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in almost incredible 



of great size, and they 
numbers. 

Another radical departure from Greek usage was the 
mounting; of columns on pedestals to secure greater height 
withoi 




I'Bize of the column and 
entablature. The 
LCreek anta was devel- 
Voped into the Roman 

■ pilaster or flattened 
rwall-column, and every 
E free column, or range of 

■ columns perpendicular 
I to the facade, had its 
I corresponding pilaster 

■ to support the wall-t.Tid 
(of- the architrave. But 

: most radical inno- 
ration was the general 
e of engaged columns 
^3 wall -decorations or 
Hlttresses. The en- 
iged column projected 
1 the wall by more 
Ehan half its diameter, 
md was built up with 
Wthe wall as a part of its 
Fwibstance(Fig. 45). The 
entablature was in many cases advanced only over the col- 
umns, between which it was set back almost to the plane 
of the wall. This practice is open to the obvious criticism 
^^that it makes the column appear superfluous by depriving it 
: its function of supporting the continuous entablature. 
"he objection has less weight when the projecting entabla- 
! over the column serves as a pedestal for a statue or 
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similar object, which restores to the column its function as 
/a support (see the Arch of Constantine, Fig. 63), 
/ ABCADES. The orders, though probably at first used only 
and colonnades, were early 
applied as decorations to 
arcaded structures. This 
practice became general with 
the multiplication of many- 
storied arcades like those of 
the amphitheatres, the en- 
gaged column-! being set 
between the arches as but- 
tresses, supporting entabla- 
tures which marked the divi- 
sions into stories (Fig. 45). 
This combination has been 
assailed as a false and illogi- 
cal device, but the criticism 
proceeds from a too narrow 
conception of architectural 
propriety. It is defensible 
upon both artistic and logi- 
cal grounds ; for it not only 
furnishes a most desir- 
able play of light and 
shade and a pleasing 
contrast of rectangular 
and curved lines, but by 
emphasizing the con- 
)f the building and the 
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vertical support of the piers, it also contributes to the ex- 
pressiveness and vigor of the design. 

TAULTIHQ. The Romans substituted vaulting in brick, 
concrete, or masonry for wooden ceilings wherever possible, 
both in public and private edifices. The Etruscans were 
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I the first vault-builders, and the Cloaca Maxima, the great , 
sewer of Republican Rome (about 500 B.C.) still remains as" 1 
a monumeot of^i^r engineering skill. Probably not only 1 
/j''V^ Jl^E\.r^iscan engineers (whose tradi- 
^^Jinj^^ tioiis were perhaps derived from Asi- 

•■^0%^/AOOi>*~' atic sources in the remote past), but ] 
,„,J^i^l56</x^^o-via«» Asiatic builders also from conquered 
eastern provinces, were engaged 
1, together in the development of the 
wonderful system of vaulted con- 
struction to which Roman architect- 
's.— babhel v*ult. "i"^ ^° largely owed its grandeur. 
Three types of vaultwere commonly 
used : the barrel-vault, the groined or four-part vault, and 
the dome. 
The barrel vault (Fig. 46) was generally semi -cylindrical 
I in section, and was used to cover corridors and oblong halls, 
I like the temple-cellas, or was bent around a c 
Lemphitheatre passages. 

The groined vault is formed by the intersection of two 

I barrel -vaults (Fig. 47)- When several compartments of 

Lgroined vaulting are placed together 

lover an oblong plan, a double ad- 

I vantage is secured, LaterflJ wJn- 

rdows can be carried up to the full 

height of the vaulting instead of 

being stopped below its springing; 

and the weight and thrust of the 

I vaulting are concentrated upon a 

[tiumber of isolated points instead 

lof I)eing exerted along the whole ""* «■— ^■°"'''' ^^'^'"■^^■ 
^extent of the side walls, as with 

I the barrel-vault. The Romans saw that it was sufficient 

I'to dispose the masonry at these points in masses at right 

length of the hall, to best resist t 
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thrust of the vault. This appears clearly in the plan of the 
Basilica of Coiistantine (Fig. 58). 

The dome was in almosl all Roman examples supported 
on a circular wal! built up from the ground, as in the Pan- 
theon (Fig. 54). The peiidentive dome, sustained by four or 
eight arches over a square or octagonal plan, is not found 
in true Roman buildings. 

The Romans made of the vault something more than a 
mere constructive device. It became in their hands an 
element of interior effect at least equally important with 
the arch and column. No style of architecture has ever 
evolved nobler forms of ceiling than the groined vault and 
the dome. Moreover, the use of vaulting made possible 
effects of unencumbered spaciousness and amplitude which 
could never be compassed by any combination of piers and 
columns. It also assured to the Roman monuments a du- 
ration and a freedom from danger of destruction by fire im- 
possible with any wooden-roofed architecture, however no- 
ble its form or careful its execution. 

CORSTBUCIIOir. The constructive methods of the Romans 
varied with the conditions and resources of different prov- 
inces, but were everywhere dominated by the same prac- 
tical spirit. Their vaulted architecture demanded for the 
support of its enormous weights and for resistance to its 
disruptive thrusts, piers and buttresses of great mass. To 
construct these wholly of cut stone appeared preposterous 
and wasteful to the Roman. Italy abounds in clay, lime, 
and a volcanic product, pozsolana (from Puteoli or Pozauoli, 
where it has always been obtained in large quantities), 
which makes an admirable hydraulic cement. With these 
materials it was possible to employ unskilled labor for the 
great bulk of this massive masonry, and to erect with the 
greatest rapidity and in the most economical manner tliose 
stupendous piles which, even in their ruin, excite the ad- 
miration of every beholder. 
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£T£, AND saiCS MASOBKT. For buildings of 
lly decorative charai:ter such as temples, arcties 
of triumph, and amphitheatres, as well as in all places where 
I'briclc and concrete were not easily obtained, stone was em- 
ployed. The walls were built by laying up the inner and 
r faces in ashlar or cut stone, and filling in the inter- 
Biediale space with rubble (random masonry of uncut stone) 
[aid up in cement, or with concrete of broken stone and 
!nt dumped into the space in successive layers. The 
teement converted the whole into a conglomerate closely 
sinited with the face-masonry. In Syria and Egypt the 
local preference for stones of enormous size was gratified, 
n surpassed, as in Herod's terrace- walls for the leni- 
tj)le at Jerusalem (p. 41), and in the splendid structure^ of 
jPalmyra and Baalbec. In Italy, however, stones of mod- 
l erate size were preferred, and when blocks of unusual di- 
iqensions occur, they are in many cases marked with false 
joints, dividing them into apparently smaller blocks, lest 
they should dwarf the building by their large scale. The 
jeneral use in the Augustan period of marble for a decora- 
lining or wainscot in interiors 
n time to the objectionable prac- 
Itice of coaling buildings of concrete 
Evith an apparel of sham marble ma- 
lonry, by carving false joints upon an 
isztemal veneer of thin slabs of that 
laterial. Ordinary concrete walls 
irerefrequently faced with small blocks '"^^ * ■ '^|^"',"_ 
Sof tufa, called, according to the man- a, Bridmeri! *. TV- 
|ner of its application, opus reticulatitm, V*''" ' ."qP'"'! '",'"" 

■s incerlum, opus spicatuiii, etc. (Fig. 

(8). In most cases, however, the facing was of carefully 

isecuted brickwork, covered sometimes by a coating of 

tucco. The bricks were large, gieasuring from one to two 

Dfeet square where used for quoins or arches, but triangular 
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where they served only as facings. Bricks were also used 
in the construction of skeleton ribs for concrete vaults of 
large spLiii, 

VAULTIRO. Here, as in the wall-masonry, economy and 
common sense devised methods extremely simple for ac- 
complishing vast designs. While the smaller vaults were, 
so to speak, cast in concrete upon moulds made of rough 
boards, the enormous weight of the larger vaults precluded 
their being supported, while drying or " setting," upon timiier 
centrings built up from the ground. Accordingly, asfceleton 
of light ribs was first built on wooden centrings, and these 
ribs, when firmly " set," became themselves supports for 
intermediate centrings on which to cast the concrete fill- 
ings between the ribs. The whole vault, once hardened, 
formed really a monolithic curved lintel, exerting no thrust 
whatever, so that the extraordinary precautions against 
lateral disruption practised by the Romans were, in fact, 
in many cases quite superfluous. 

DECOKATIOH. The temple of Castor and Pollux in the 
Forum (long miscalled the temple of Jupitor Stator), is a 
typical example of Roman architectural decoration, in 
which richness was preferred to the subtler refinements 
of design (see Fig. 44). The splendid figure - sculpture 
which adorned the Greek monuments would have been 
inappropriate on the theatres and thermos of Rome or 
the provinces, even had there been the taste or the skill to 
produce it. Conventional carved ornament was substituted 
in its place, and developed into a splendid system of highly 
decorative forms. Two principal elements appear in this 
decoration — the acanthus-leaf, as the basis of a whole series 
of wonderfully varied motives ; and symbolism, represented 
principally by what are technically termed j(rotesqufs — in- 
congruous combinations of natural forms, as when an in- 
fant's body terminates in a bunch of foliage (Fig. 49). Only 
to a limited extent do we find true sculpture employed as 
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decoration, and that mainly for triumphal arches or 

memorial columns. 

The architectural mouldings were nearly always carved, 

the Greek water-leaf and egg-and-dart forming the basis of 
lost of the enrichments ; but these were greatly elabo- 
Lted and treated with more minute detail than tlie dreek 

prototypes. Friezes and bands were commonly ornamented 
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^Hirith the foliated scroll or rinceau (a convenient French 

^Berm for which we have no equivalent). This motive was 

^Ku characteristic of Roman art as the anthemion was of the 

BJGreek. It consists of a continuous stem throwing out al- 

^f .ternately on either side branches which curl into spirals 

and are richly adorned with rosettes, acanthus-leaves, 

scrolls, tendrils, and blossoms. In the best examples the 

detail was modelled with great care and minuteness, and 

Lthe motive Itself was treated with extraordinary variety 

tnd fertility of invention. A derived and enriched form of 

the anthemion was sometimes used for bands and friezes ; 

Etnd grotesques, dolphius, grithns, Infant genii, wreaths. 
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festoons, ribbons, eagles, and masks are also commoo feat- 
ures in Roman relief carving. 

The Romans made great use of panelling and of moulded 



plaster in thei 



I, especially for ceilings. 
The panelling of domes and 
vaults was usually roughly 
shaped in their first construc- 
tion and finished afterward in 
stucco with rich moulding and 
rosettes. The panels were not 
always square or rectangular, 
as in Greek ceilings, but of va- 
rious geometric forms in pleas- 
ing combinations (Fig. 50). In 
works of a small scale the 
panels and decorations were 
wrought in relief in a heavy 
coating of plaster applied to 
the finished structure, and these 
stucco reliefs are among the 
most refined and charming prod- 
ucts of Roman art, (Baths of Titus ; Baths at Pompeii ; 
Palace of the Csesars and tombs at Rome.) 

COLOB DECOBATIOH. Plaster was also used as a ground for 
painting, executed in distemper or by the encaustic process, 
: liquefied by a hot iron being the medium for applying 
the color in the latter case. Pompeii and Herculaneum fur- 
nish countless examples of brilliant wall-painting in which 
strong primary colors form the ground, and a semi-natu- 
ralistic, semi-fantastic representation of fignjres, architect- 
ure and landscape is mingled with festoons, vines, and 
purely conventional ornament. Mosaic was also employed 
to decorate floors and wall-spaces, and sometimes for ceil- 
ings.* The later imperial baths and palaces were espe- 
• See V.iii Dyke's Hiitery ef Fainling, p. 3> 
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daily rich in mosaic of the kind called opus Grecanicum, 
executed with numberless minute cubes of stone or glass, 
as in the Baths of Caracalla and the Villa of Hadrian at 
Tivoli. 

To the walls of monumental interiors, such as temples, 
basilicas, and thermae, splendor of color was given by 
veneering them with thin slabs of rare and richly colored 
marble. No limit seems to have been placed upon the 
costliness or amount of these precious materials. Byzan- 
tine architecture borrowed from this practice its system of 
interior color decoration. 
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ROMAN ARCHITECTURE— Con/inu^(/. 



Books Recommended : Same as for Chapter VIII. 
Also, Guhl and Kurner, Life of the Ancient Grrcks ami 
Romans. Adams, Ruins of the Palace of Spalatro. Burn, 
Rome and the Cam/tagna. Cameron, Roman Baths. Mau, 
tr. by Kelcey, Pompeii, its Life and Art. Mazois, Raines tie 
Pompeii. Von Presuhn, Die neueste Ausgrabungen zii Pom- 
peii. Wood, Ruins of Palmyra and Baall'ec. 

THE ETBUBC&K 8TTLK. Althougli the first Greek archi- 
tects were employed in Rome as early as 493 B.C., the archi- - 
lecture of the Rcpubhc was practically Etruscan until near- 
ly loo B.C. Its monuments, consisting mainly of city walls, 
tombs, and temples, are all marked by a general uncouth- 
ness of detail, denoting a lack of artistic refinement, but 
they display considerable constructive skill. In the 
Etruscan walls we meet with both polygonal and regularly 
coursed masonry ; in both kinds the true arch appears as 
the almost universal form for gates and openings. A famous 
example is the Augustan Gate at Perugia, a late work rebuilt 
about 40 B.C., but thoroughly Etruscan in style. At Vola- 
terrfe (Volterra) is another arched gate, and in Perugia frag- 
ments of still another appear built into the modern walls. 

The Etruscans built both structural and excavated 
tombs ; they consisted in general of a single chamber 
with a slightly arched or gabled roof, supported in the 
larger tombs on heavy square piers. The interiors were 
covered with pictures ; externally there was little orna- 
ment except about the gable and doorway. The latter 
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WhaA a stepped or moulded frame with curious crossetles or 
ears projecting laterally at the top. The gable recalled the 
wooden roots of Etruscan templfs, but was coarse in detail, 
especially in its mouldings. Sepulchral monuments of other 
types are also met with, such as nppi or memorial pillars, 
sometimes in groups of five on a single pedestal (tomb at 
Albaoo). 

Among the temples of Etruscan style that of Jupiter 
Capitoliniu on the Capitol at Rome, destroyed by fire in 
80 B.C., was the chief. Three narrow chambers side by side 
formed a cella nearly square iu plan, preceded by a hexa- 
style porch of huge Doric, or rather Tuscan, columns ar- 
ranged in three aisles, widely spaced and carrying ponder- 
ous wooden architraves. The roof was of i>ood ; the 
cymatium and ornaments, as well as the statues n the pedi- 
ment, were of terra-cotta, painted 
and gilded. The details in general 
showed acquaintance with Greek 
models, which appeared in debased 
andawkward imitations of triglypl 1 
cornices, antefixfe, etc. 

oaE£K STYLE. The victories of 
Marcellus at Syracuse, lu i!.c 
Fabius Maximus at Tarentum {209 
B.C.), Fiaminius (196 e.c), Mu 
mius (146 B.C.), Sulla (86 b.l-.). and 
Others in the various Greek prf\ 

Iinces, steadily increased the vogue 
of Greek architecture and the num 
ber of Greek artists in Rome. The 
temples of the last two centuries '<■ i ~ bmi'le ..muN* 
S.C., and some of earlier date, though ' """^' '""" 

Btill Ktruscan in plan, were in many cases strongly Greek in 
the character of their details. A few have remained to nur 
lime in tolerable preservation. The temple of Fortuna 
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Vililis (really of Fors Fortuna), of the second cei 
B.C.. is a tetrastyle prostyle pseiidoperipleral temple with 
a high /c(/i«/« or base, a typical Etruscan cella, ami a deep 
porch, now walled up, but 
thoroughly Greek in the ele- 
gant details of its Ionic order 
(Fig. 51). Two circular tem- 
ples, both called erroneously 
Temples of Vesta, one at 
Rome near the Cloaca Maxi- 
ma, tlie other at Tivoli, be- 
long among the monuments 
of Greek style. The first was 
probably dedicated to Hercu- 
les, the second probably to 
the Sibyls ; the latter being 
much the better preserved of 
the two. Both were surround- 
ed by peristyles of eighteen 
Corinthian columns, and prob- 
ably covered by domical roofs 
with gilded bronze tiles. The 
Corinthian order appears here 
complete with its modiilion 
cornice, but the crispness of 
the detail and the fineness of 
the execution are Greek and not Roman, These temples 
date from about 72 n.c, though the one at Rome was 
probably rebuilt in the first century A.n. (Fig, 53). 

IKFEBIAL ARCHIT£CTIIB£; AUOrSTAH A8Z. Even in the 
temples of Greek style Roman conceptions of plan and 
composition are dominant. The Greek architect was not 
free to reproduce textually Greek designs or details, how- 
ever strongly he might impress with the Greek character 
whatever he touched. The demands of imperial splendor 
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building of great edifices of varied form and com- 
plex structure, like tiie therms and ampliitlieatres, called 
for new adaptations and combinations of planning and 
engineering. The reign of Augustus (17 b.c'.-i4 a.d.) in- 
augurated the imperial epoch, but many works erected before 
and after iiis reign properly belong to the Augustan age by 
right of style. In general, we find in the works of this period 
the happiest combination of Greek refinement with Roman ■ 
splendor. It was in this period that Rome first assumed the 
aspect of an opulent and splendid metropolis, though the 
way had been prepared for this by the regularization and 
adornment of the Roman Forum and the erection of many 
temples, basilicas, fora, arches, and theatres during the 
generation preceding the accession of Augustus. His reign 
saw the inception or completion of the portico of Octavia, 
the Augustan forum, the Septa Julia, the first Pantheon, 
the adjoining ThermK of Agrippa, the theatre of Mar- 
celliis, the first of the imperial palaces on the Palatine, and 
a long list of tempks, including those of the Dioscuri 
(Castor and Pollux), of Mars Ultor, of Jupiter Tonans on 
the Capitoi, and others in the prox'inces ; besides colon- 
nades, statues, arches, and other embellishments almost , 
without number. 

LA.TES ncFEBIAL WO&KS. With the successors of Augus-I 
tiis splendor increased to almost fabulous limits, as, for iu'-l 
stance, in the vast extent and the prodigality of ivory a 
gold in the famous Golden House of Nero. After thc^j 
great fire in Rome, presumably kindled by the agents 
this emperor, a more regular and monumental system of 
Street-planning and building was introduced, and the first 
municipal building-law was decreed by him. To the reign of 
Vespasian (68-79 a.d.) we owe the rebuilding in Roman 
style and with the Corinthian order of the temple of Jupi- 
ter Capitolinus, the Baths of Titus, and the beginning of 
the Flavian amphitheatre or Colosseucn. The two last- 
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named edifices both stood on the site of Nero's Golden 
House, of which the greater part was demolished to make 
way for them. During the last years of the first century 
the arch of Titus was erected, the Colosseum finished, 
amphitheatres built at Verona, Pola, Reggio, Tusculum, 
Nimes (France), Constantine (Algiers), Pompeii and Her- 
culanum (these last two cities and Stable rebuilt after the 
earthquake of 63 a.d,), and arches, bridges, and temples 
erected all over the Roman world. 

The first part of the second century was distinguished 
by the splendid architectural achievements of the reign of 
Hadrian (117-138 a.d.) in Rome and the provinces, espe- 
cially Athens. Nearly all his works were marked by great 
dignity of conception as well as beauty of detail. During 
the latter part of the century a very interesting series of 
buildings were erected in the Hauran (Syria), in which 
Greek and Arab workmen under Roman direction pro- 
duced examples of vigorous stone architecture of a mingled 
Roman and Syrian character. 

The most remarkable thermos of Rome belong to the 
third century— those of Caracalla (211-217 a.d.) and of 
Diocletian (184-305 a.d.) — their ruins to-day ranking 
among the most imposing remains of antiquity. In Syria 
the temples of the Sun at Baalbec and Palmyra (273 a.d., 
under Aurelian), and the great palace of Diocletian at 
Spalato, in Da!malia (300 a.d.), are stil! the wonder of the 
few travellers who reach those distant spots. 

While during the third and fourth centuries there was a 
marked decline in purity and refinement of detail, many of 
the later works of the period display a remarkable freedom 
and originality in conception. But these works are realty 
not Roman, they are foreign, that is, provincial products ; 
and the transfer of the capital to Byzantium revealed the in- 
creasing degree in which Rome was coming to look to the 
East for her strength and her art. 
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TEMPLEB. The Roman 
lar temples, and there wa 
In the rectangular templi 
substituted for the Gree 
style plan was mure 
common than the pe- 
ripteral. The cella 
was relatively short 
and wide, the front 
porch inordinately 
deep, and frequently 
divided by longitudi- 
nal rows of columns 



built both rectangular and circu- 
much variety in their treatment, 
n a high pa//ium, or basement, was 
stepped stylobate, and the pro- 



) thrc 






In 



most cases the exte- 
rior of the cella in 
I prostyle temples was 
decorated by engaged 



, colui 



A bai 




' V ' ' ^ * 



L vault gave the inte- 
I rior an aspect of spa- 
t ciousness impossible 
[ with the Greek sys- 
[ tem of a wooden 
I ceiling supported on 
p double ranges of col- 
1 nmns. In the place of 

I these, free or engaged „^, 5j.-iu«-ls ck venus .n- kokb. i-^^. 
^elumns along the 

e-walls received the ribs of the vaulting. Between these 
ceiling was richly panelled, or coffered and sump- 
lUBJy gildeil. The temples of Fortuna Virilis and of 
'aiutiaa at Rome (the latter built 141 a. a, and its ruins 
icorporated into the modern church of S. Lorenzo in Mi- 
ida), and Ihe beautiful and admirably preserved Kaiaon 
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Carrie, at Nimes (France) (4 a.d.) are examples of this 
type. The temple of Concord, of which only the podium 
remains, and the small temple of Julius (both of these in the 
Forum) illustrate another form of prostyle temple in which 
the porch was on a long side of the cella. Some of the 
larger temples were peripteral. The temple of the DiOBCnri 
(Castor and Pollux) in the Forum, was one of the most 
magnificent of these, certainty the richest in detail (Fig. 44). 
Very remarkable was the double temple of VenuB and Rome, 
east of the Forum, designed by the Emperor Hadrian about 
130 A.D. (Fig. 53). It was a vast pseudodipteral edifice 
containing two cellas in one structure, their statue-niches 
or apses meeting back to back in the centre. The temple 
stood in the midst of an imposing columnar peribolus en- 
tered by magnificent gateways. Other important temples 
have already been mentioned on p. 91. 

Besides the two circular temples already described, the 
temple of Vesta, adjoining the House of the Vestals, at the 
east end of the Forum should be 
mentioned. At Baalbec is a cir- 
cular temple whose entablature 
curves inward between the widely- 
spaced columns until it touches the 
celia in the middle of each inter- 
columniation. It illustrates the 
caprices of design which sometimes 
resulted from the disregard of tra- 
dition and the striving after origi- 
nality (273 A.D.). 

THE PAHTHEON. Tht- noblest of 

all circular temples of Rome and of 

the world was the Pantheon. It 

T'lio-i- was built by Hadrian, 11 7-1 38 a.d., 

on the site of the earlier rectangular temple of the same 

name erected by .\grippa. It measures 143 feet in diameter 
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internally ; the wall is 2o_feet thick and supports a hemi- 
epherical dome rising to a height of 140 feet (Figs. 54, 55). 
Light is admitted solely through a round opening 28 feet in 
diameter at the top of 
the dome, the si 
and most i 
method of illumina- 
tion conceivable. 'Mil 
rain and snow t[i. : 
enter produce no a]>- 
preciable effect upon 
temperature nf 
the vast hall, Thtrv 
is a single entrance, 
with noble bronze 
doors, admitting di- 

tly to the interior, 
iirouDd which seven 
niches, alternately 
rectangular and semi- 
fiircular in plan and nc. 5!.— tntpmo., ,-,, -,,.. ,isr..vnH. 

fronted byCorinthian 

columns, lighten, without weakening, the mass of the encir- 
cling wall. This wall was originally incrustcd with rich 
marbles, and the great dome, adorned with deep coffering j 
in rectangular panels, was decorated with rosettes and 
mouldings in gilt stucco. The dome appears to have hi;eo 
composed of numerous arches and ribs, filled rn and finally ( 
coated with concrete. A recent examination of a denuded 
portion of its inner surface has convinced the writer that 
the interior panelling was executed after, and not during, 
its construction, by hewing the panels out of the mass of 
brick and concrete, without regard to the form and posi- 
tion of the Origin skeleton of ribs. 

The rxtcrior (Fig. 56) was less successful than the inte- ' 
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rior. The gabled porch of twelve superb granite columns 
SO feet high, three-aisled in plan after the Etruscan mode, 
and covered originally by a ceiling of bronze, was a rebuild- 
ing with the materials and on the plan of the original pro- 
naos of thj Pantheon of Agrippa. The circular wall behind 
it is faced with fine brickwork, and displays, like the dome, 
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many curious arrangements of discharging arches, reminis- 
cences of traditional constructive precautions here wholly 
useless and fictitious because only skin-deep. A revetment 
jf marble below and plaster above once concealed this brick 
facing. The portico, in spite of its too steep gable (once 
fillcil with a " gigantomachia " in gilt bronze) and its some- 
what awkward association with a round building, is never- 
theless a noble work, its capitals in Pentetic marble ranking 
among the finest known examples of the Romrn CorinthifO. 
Taken as a whole, the l*antheoa is one of the s- T.'uiastcr 
^eces of llie world's architecture 
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FOHA AlTD BASIUCA8. The fora were the places for gen- 
eral iiuhlic assemblajje. The chief of those in Rome, the 
Forum Ua^num, or Fornm Bomanum, was at first merely an 
irregular Viicaiit space, about and in which, as the focus of 
the civic life, temples, halls, colonnades, and statues grad- 
ually accumulaled. These chance aggregations the system- 
atic Roman mind reduced in time to orderly and monumental 
form ; successive emperors extended them and added new 
fora at enormous cost and with great splendor of architect- 
ure. Those of Julius, Augustus, Vespasian, and Nerva (of 
Domitian), adjoining the Roman Forum, were magnificent 
enclosures surrounded 
by high walls and single 
or double colonnades. 
Each contained a temple 
or basilica, besides gate- 
ways, memorial columns 
or arches, and countless 
statues. The Fornm of 
Tzajan surpassed all the 
rest ; it covered an area 
of thirty-five thousand 
square yards, -and in- 
cluded, besides the main 
area, entered through a 
triumphal arch, the ifa- 
silica Ulpia, the temple 
of Trajan, and his colos- 
sal Doric column of Vic- 
tory. Both in size and 
beauty it ranked as the chief architectural glory uf the 
city (Fig. 57). The six fora together contained thirteen 
temples, three basilicas, eight triumphal arches, a mile o[ 
porticos, and a number of other public edifices.* Ticsides 
• Lanciani : Aaiienl Rvme in Iht Light of Kfient Discmvriei, p. B9, 
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these, a net-work of colonnades covered large tracts of the 
city, affording sheltered communication in every direction, 
and here and there expanding into stjuarea or gardens sur- 
rounded by peristyles. 

The public business of Rome, both judicial and commer- 
cial, was largely transacted in the hasiiuas^ large buildings 
consisting usually of a wide and lofty central nave flanked by 
lower side-aisles, and terminating at one or both ends in 
an apse or semicircular recess called the tribune, in which 
were the seats for the magistrates. The side-aisles were 
separated from the nave by columns supporting a clear- 
story wall, pierced by windows above the roofs of the 
side-aisles. In some cases the latter 
were two stories high, with galleries ; 
in others the centra! space was open 
to the sky, as at Pompeii, suggesting 
the derivation of the basilica from 
the open square surrounded by col- 
onnades, or from the forum itself, 
with which we find it usually associ- 

ated. The most important basilicas 

in Rome were the Sempronian, the 
JEmilian (about 54 n.c), the Julian in the Forum Mag- 
num (51 B.C.), and the TTlpian In the Forum of Trajan {113 
A.D.). The last two were probably open basilicas, only the 
side-aisles being roofed. The Ulpian {Fig. 57) was the most 
magnificent of all, and in conjunction with the Forum of 
Trajan formed one of the most imposing of those monu- 
mental aggregations of columnar architecture which con- 
tributed so largely to the splendor of the Roman capital. 

These monuments frequently suffered from the burning 
of their wooden roofs. It was Cons;tantine who completed 
the first vaulted and fireproof basilica, begun by his pre- 
decessor and rival, Maxentius, on the site of the former 
Temple of Peace {Figs. 58, 59). Its design reproduced ana 
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{[rand scale the plan of the tepirfariiim-halls of the themiEe, 
the side-recesses of which were converted into a continuous 
side-aisle by piercing arches through the buttress-walls that 
separated them. Above the imposing vaults of these re- 
cesses and under the cross-vaults of the nave were windows 
adrriitting abundant light. A varf/ifx, or porch, preceded 
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the hall at one end ; there were also a side entrance from 
the Via Sacra, and an apse or tribune for the magistrates 
opposite each of these entrances. The dimensions of the 
main hall (315 x 85 feet), the height of its vault (117 feet), 
and the spieudor of its columns and incrustations excited 
universal admiration, and exercised a powerful influence on 
later architecture. 

THZBHJE. 'I"he leisure of the Roman people was largely 
bpeiit in the great baths, or thtruue, which took the place 
Eubstantially of the modern club. The establishments 
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erected by the emperors for this purpose were vast anff 
complex congeries of large and small halls, courts, and cham- 
bers, combined with a masterly comprehension of artistic 
propriety and effect in the sequence of oblong, square, oval, 
and circular apartments, and in the relation of the greater 
to the lesser masses. They were a combination of the Greek 
palasira with the Roman balnea, and united in one harmoni- 
ous design great public 
swimming-baths, private 
bathsfor individualsand 
families, places (or gym- 
nastic exercises and 
games, courts, peristyles, 
gardens, halls for liter- 
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lounging-rooms, and all 
the complex accommo- 
dation required for the 
service of the whole es- 
tablishment. They were 
built with apparent dis- 
v, vamuiii. regard of cost, and 

adorned with splendid extravagance. The earliest were 
the Baths of Agrippa(37 u.c.) behind the Pantheon ; next 
may be mentioned those of TitnB, built on the substructions 
of Nero's Golden House. The remains of the ThermR of 
Caracalla (211 a.d.) form the most extensive mass of ruins 
in. Rome, and clearly (Jisplay the admirable planning of this 
and similar establishments. A gigantic block of buildings 
containing the three great halls for cold, warm, and hot 
- baths, stood in the centre of a vast enclosure surrounded 
. by private baths, exedne, and halls for lecture-audiences 
and other gatherings. The enclosure was adorned ' 
statues, flower-gardens, and places for out-door games. 
The Bath* of Diocletiaa (30^ a.u.) embodied this arrange- 
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ment o 



t on a still more extensi* 
dale 3,500 bathers at once, 
territory near the 
The church of S. M; 



scale ; they could accoinmo- 

once, and their ruins cover a broad 

Iway terminus of the modern city. 

degli Angeli was formed by Michat 



Angelo out of the tepii/arium of these baths — a colossal hall 
340 X 87 feel, and 90 feet high. The original vaulting and 
columns are still intact, and the whole interior most impos- 
ing, in spite of later stucco disfigurements. The circular 
iiuomcum (sweat-room) serves as the porch to the present 
church. It was in the building of these great halls that 
Roman architecture reached its most original and charac- 
teristic expression'. Wholly unrelated to any foreign model, 
they represent distinctively Roman ideals, both as to plan 
and construction, 

FUCEB 07 AKUBEllEiri. The earliest Roman theatres dif- 
fered from the Greek in having a nearly semicircular plan, 
and in being built up from the level ground, nut excavated 

in a hillside (Fig. 61). 

The first theatre was of 
wood, built by Mum- 
mius 145 B.C., and it 
was not until ninety 
years later that stone 
was first substituted 
for the more perishable 
raaterial, in the thuatre 
of Pompey. The The- 
atre of Haicellaa (23- 
13 B.C.) is in part still 
extant, and later the- 
atres in Pompeii, Orange (France), and in the Asiatic prov- 
inces are in excellent preservation. The orchestra was not, 
as in the Greek theatre, reserved for the choral dance, but 
was given up to spectators of rank ; the stage was adorned 
with a permanent architectural background of columns and 
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arches, and sometimes roofed with wood, and an arcade or 
colonnade surrounded the upper tier of seats. The amphi- 
theatre was a stil! more distinctively Roman edifice. It was 
elhptical in plan, surrounding an elliptical arena, and built 
up with continuous encircling tiers of seats. The earliest 
stone amphitheatre was erected by Statilius Taurus in the 
lime of Augustus. It was practically identical in design 
with the later and much larger Flavian amphitheatre, com- 
monly known as the ColOBBenm, begun by Vespasian and 




completed-Sa a.d. (Fig. 6!), This immense structure meas- 
ured 607 X 506 feet in plan and was 180 feet high ; it could 
accommodate eighty-seven thousand spectators. Engaged 
columns of the Tuscan, Ionic, and Corinthian orders deco- 
rated three stories of the exterior ; the fourth was a nearly 
unbroken wall with slender Corinthian pilasters. Solidly 
constructed of travertine, concrete, and tufa, the Colos- 
seum, with its imposing but monotonous exterior, almost 
sublime by its scale and seemingly endless repetition, but 
lacking in refinement or originality of detail and dedicated 
to bloody and cruel sports, was a characteristic product of 
the Roman character and civilization. At Verona, Pola, 
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Capua, and many cities in the foreign provinces there are 
well-preserved remains of similar structures. 

Closely related to the amphitheatre were the circus and 
the stadium. The Cirons Hazimus between the Palatine 
and Aventine hilis was the oldest of those in Rome. That 
erected by Caligula and Nero on the site afterward partly 
occupied by St. Peter's, was more splendid, and is said to 
have been capable of accommodating over three hundred 
thousand spectators after its enlargement in the fourth 
century. The long, narrow race-course was divided into 
two nearly equal parts by a low parapet, the sfina, on which 
were the goals (meta) and many small decorative structures 
and columns. One end of the circus, as of the stadium 
also, was semicircular; the other was segmental in the cir- 
square in the stadium ; a colonnade or arcade ran 
along the top of the building, and the entrances and exits 
were adorned with monumental arirhes. 

TSIUXFHAL AACHES AHD COLlTinTB. Rome and the pro- 
vincial cities abounded in monuments commemorative of 
victory, usually single or triple arches with engaged col- 
umns and rich sculptural adornments, or single colossal. 

}lumns supporting statues. The arches were characteris- 

c products of Roman design, and some of them desem 
high praise for the excellence of their proportions and the? 
elegance of their details. There were in Rome in the sec- ' 
md century a.D., thirty-eight of these monuments. The 
Arch of Titas (71-82 a.d.) is the simplest and most perfect 
of those still extant in Rome ; the arch of Septimiua Sev- 
enu in the Forum (203 a.d,) and that of Constantine {330 
4.D.) near the Colosseum, are more sumptuous but Itas 
pure in detail. The last-named was in part enriched with 
sculptures taken from the earlier arch of Trajan. The 
statues of Dacian captives on the attic (ii//;V=a species of 
subordinate story added above the main cornice) of this 
arch were a fortunate addition, furnishing a raisofi'tTUre 
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for the columns and broken entablatures on which they 
rest. Memorial columns of colossal size were erected by 
several emperors, both in Ri>me and abroad. Those of 
Trajan and of Sarcns 
AurellUB are still stand- 
ing in Rome in perfect 
preservation. The first 
was 140 feet high in- 
cluding the pedestal 
and the statue which 
surmounted it ; its cap- 
ital marked the height 
of the ridge levelled by 
the emperor for the fo- 
rum on which the col- 
umn stands. Its inokt 
striking peculiarity is 
the spiral band of reliefs winding around the shaft from 
bottom to top and representing the Pacian campaigns 
of Trajan. The other column is of similar design and 
dimensions, but greatly inferior to the first in execution. 
Both are really towers, with interior stair-cases leading to 
the top. 

T01IB8. The Romans developed no special and national 
type of tomb, and few of their sepulchral monuments were 
of large dimensions. The most important in Rome were the 
pyramid of Cains Ceitius {late first century e.l.), and the 
circular tombs of Cecilia Hetella (60 b.c), Augiistns (r4 
A.D.) and Hadrian, now the Castle of S. Angelo {138 a.d.). 
The latter was composed of a huge cone of marble sup- 
ported on a cylindrical structure 230 feet in diameter stand- 
ing on a square podium 300 feet long and wide. The cone 
probably once terminated in the gilt bronze pine-cone now 
1 the Giardino della Pigna of the Vatican. In the Mauso- 
leum of Augustus a mound of earth planted with trees 
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r crowned a similar circul; 
feet square, now buried. 

The smaller tombs varied greatly in size and form. Some 

were vaulted chambers, with graceful internal painted deco- 

. rations of figures and vine patterns combined with low-relief 

richments in stucco. Others were designed in the form 

[ of altars or sarcophagi, as at Pompeii ; while others again 

I resembled tediculje, little temples, shrines, or small towers 

in several stories of arches and columns, as at St. R^my 

(France). 

PALACES AND DWELLUTOS. Into their dwellings the Romans 

carried all their love of ostentation and persona! luxury. 

. They anticipated in many details the comforts of modern 

r civilisation in their furniture, their plumbing and heating, 

and their utensils. Their houses may be divided into four 

' classes : the palace, the villa, the domus or ordinary house, 

md the insula or many-storied tenement built in compact 

blocks. The first three alone concern us, and will be taken 

p in the above order. 

The imperial palaces on the Palatine Hill comprised a 
wide range in style and variety of buildings, beginning with 
the first simple house of Augustus (z6 B.C.), burnt and re- 
built 3 A.D. Tiberius, Caligula, and Nero added to the 
Augustan group ; Domitian rebuilt a second time and en- 
I larged the palace of Augustus, and Septimius Severus re- 
I modelled the whole group, adding to it his own exiraordi- 
[nary seven-storied palace, the Septizonium. The ruins of 
I these successive buildings have been carefully excavated, 
land reveal a remarkable corabmation of dwelling-rooms, 
■ courts, temples, libraries, basilicas, baths, gardens, peri- 
r Btyics, fountains, terraces, and covered passages. These 
K'Vere adorned with a profusion of precious marbles, mosaics, 
I columns, and statues. Parts of the demolished palace of 
I Nero were incorporated in the substructions of the Baths 
I of Titus. The beautiful arabesques and plaster reliefs 
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which adorned them were the inspiration of much of the 
fresco and stucco decoration of the Italian Renaissance. 



At Spalato, in Dalmatia, are the 



I 



extensive ruins of the 
great FaUce of Diocle- 
tian, which was laid 
out on the plan of a 
Roman camp, with two 

(Fig. 64). It comprised 
a temple, mausoleum, 
basilica, and other 
structures besides 
those portions devot- 
ed to the purposes of 
a royal residence. 

The viUa was in re- 
ality a country palace, 
arranged with special 
reference to the pre- 
vailing winds, exposure 
to the sun and shade, 
and the enjoyment of a wide prospect. Baths, temples, 
exedra, theatres, tennis-courts, sun-rooms, and shaded por- 
ticoes were connected with the house proper, whieh was 
built around two or three interior courts or peristyles. 
Statues, fountains, and colossal vases of marble adorned 
the grounds, which were laid out in terraces and treated 
with all the fantastic arts of the Roman landscape-gardener. 
The most elaborate and extensive villa was that of Ha- 
drian, at Tibur (Tivoli); its ruins, covering hundreds of 
acres, form one of the most interesting spots to visit in the 
neighborhood of Rome. 

There are few remains in Rome of the domuB or private 
house. Two, however, have left remarkably interesting 
ruiiis — the Atrium Testee, or House of the Vestal Virgins, 
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east of the Forum, a weli-plaiined and extensive house sur- 
rounding a cloister or court ; and the Home of Li via, so- 
called, on tht Palatine Hill, thf walls and decorations of 
which are excellently preserved. The typical Koman house 
in a provincial town is best illustrated by the ruins of I'om- 
peii and Herculanutn, which, 
buried by an eruption of 
Vesuvius in 79 a.d,, have 
been partially excavated 
since 1721. The Pompeiian 
house (Fig. 6s) consisted of 
several courts or atria, some 
of which were surrounded 
by colonnades and called 
peristyles. The front portion 
was reserved for shops, or 
presented to the street a 
wall unbroken save by the 
entrance ; all the rooms and 
chambers opened upon the 
interior courts, from which 
alone they borrowed their 
light. In the brilliant cli- 
mate of southern Italy win- 
dows were little needed, as 
sufficient light was admitted 
by the door, closed only by 
portieres for the most part ; 
especially as the family life J 
was passed mainly in the 

shaded courts, to which fountains, parterres of 
bery, statues, and other adornments lent their ir 
charm. The general plan of these houses seems to have 
been of Greek origin, as well as the system of decora- 
tion used on the walls. These, when not wainscoted with 
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marble, were covered with fantastic, but often artistic, 
painted decorations, in which an imaginary architecture as 
of metal, a fantastic and arbitrary perspective, illusory pict- 
ures, and highly finished figures were the chief elements. 
These were executed in brilliant colors with excellent effect. 
The houses were lightly built, with wooden ceilings and 
roofs instead of vaulting, and usually with but one story on 
account of the danger from earthquakes. That the work- 
manship and decoration were in the capital often superior 
to what was to be found in a provincial town like Pompeii, 
is evidenced by beautiful wall-paintings and reliefs discov- 
ered in Rome in 1879 and now preserved in the Museo 
de!!e Terme. More or less fragmentary remains of Roman 
houses have been found in almost every corner of the 
Roman empire, but nowhere exhibiting as completely as 
in Pompeii the typical Roman arrangement. 

WORKS OF DTILITT. A word should be said about Roman 
engineering works, which in many cases were designed 
with an artistic sense of proportion and form which raises 
them into the domain of genuine art. Such were especially 
the bridges, in which a remarkable effect of monumental 
grandeur was often produced by the form and proportions 
of the arches and piers, and an appropriate use of rough 
and dressed masonry, as in the Pons --Elius (Ponte S. An- 
gelo), the great bridge at Alcantara (Spain), and the Pont 
du Gard, in southern France. The aqueducts are impres- 
sive rather by their length, scale, and simplicity, than by 
any special refinements of design, except where their arches 
are treated with some architectural decoration lo form 
gates, as in the Porta Maggiore, at Rome. 

MOBWEHTB: (Those which have no impott^Lnt extant remains are given 
inlulks.) Temiilks • Jufiler CafilaliHiu.bcav.c. ; C^rts, Liher, and Li- 
tfra, 494 K.c, (ruins u{ later rebuilding in S. Maria in Coamcilin) ; /rrl T. 
af Concur J {nhaWl in .^uguslan age), 254 B.c. ; first marbit Umfle mpor- 
tiio ef Afttillui, by aUreck, 1 [emicxlonis, 143 B.C. ; lemple&of Fortune al 
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Pneaeste and at Rome, and of "' Vesta " at Rome, 83-78 n.c. ; of " Vea»" 
at Tivoli, and of Hercules at Cori, 72 b.c. ; first PanlhtoH, 27 b.c. In 
Augustan Age temples of Apollo, Concord rebuilt, Dioscuri, Juliui, Jupi- 
Ur Slater, Jupiter Tonans, Mars Utlor, Minerra {at Jteme and Assisi), 
Maison Carrce at NImes, Saturn ; at Puteoli, Pola. etc, T. of Peart ; 
T. Japiler Capitolinus, rebuilt 70 A.D.; temple at Brescia. Temple of 
Vespasian, 96 A. D. ; also p/'^(«f»-ti3 in Forum of Netva; oj TraJ,lll,ll^ 
A.D. ; second Pantheon ; T. of Venus and Rome at Rome, and of Jupiter 
Olympius at Athens, 135-133 A.D. ; Faustina, 141 A.D, ; manyin Syria ; 
temples of Sun at Jfome, Baalbcc, and Palmyra, dr. 273 a.d. ; of Romulus, 
30s A.iJ. (porch S. Cosmo and Damiano). Places of Assemblv : Fora — 
Roman, Julian, 46 B.C. ; Augustan, 40-42 B.C. ;*/"/"«/«, 75 A.D. ; Nerva, 
97 A.D. ; Trajan (by Apollodorua of Damascus, 117 a.d. Basilicas: Sem- 
f roniaa,. ■Emiiian. tst ceMUTyTt.c. ; Julian. 51 B.C. ; Sepfa/uUa, 26 B.C. i 
the Curia, later rebuilt by Diocletian. 300 A.D. (now Church of S. Adriano) ; 
a/ Fano, 20 A.D. (?) ; Forum and Basilica at Pompeii, 60 a.d. ; of Trajan ; 
o( Constantine, 310-324 a.d. Theatres (th.) and Amphitheatres 

(amp.) : th. Ponipty, 55 B.C. ; of Balbus and of Marcellus, 13 B.C. ; th. 
and amp. at Pompeii and Herculanum : Colosseum at Rome, 7B-8Z A.D. ; 
th. at Otange and in Asia Minor; amp. at Albano, Constantine, Ntmes, 
Petra, Poia, Beggio, Trevi, Tusculum, Verona, etc. ; amp. Castrense at 
Rome, 96 A.D. Circuses and stadia at Rome. Therm* ; of Agrippa, 27 
B.C. ; 0/ Nero; of Titus, 78 A.D. ; Domitian, 90 a.d, ; Caracalla, 1 
A.D. ; Diocletian, 305 a.d. ; Conslantine, 320 A.D. ; " Minerva Medica,'' \ 
3d or 4lh century A.D. Arches : a/ Slertinius, 196 b.c. ; Stipia, igoii 
Augustus. 30 B.C. ; Titus, 71-82 a.d. ; Trajan, 117 A.D, ; Severus, 
A.D.; Constantine. 320 a.d,; of Drusus. Dolabella, Silversmiths, 304 a.d.; 
Janus Quadrifrons, 320 A.D. (7) ; all at Rome. Others al Benevento, An. 
cona, Rimini in Italy ; also at Athens, and at Reims and St. Chamas in 
France. Columns of Trajan, Antoninus, Marcus Aurelius at Rome; 
others at Constantinople, Alexandria, etc. Tombs ; along Via Appla and 
Via Latins, at Rome ; Via Sacra at Pompeii ; tower-tombs at St, R&ny 
in France ; rock^cut at Petra ; at Rome, of Caius Ccstius and Cecilia Me. 
tella, isl century B.C. ; of Augustus. 14 A.D. ; Hadrian, 138 A.D. PaIj- 
ACXS and Private Hoi;sas : On Palatine, of Augustus, Tiberius, Neio, T 
Domitian. Septimius Sevenis, Elofabaius ; Villa of Hadrian al Tivoli; 
palaces of Diocletian at Spalato and fj Comlanliiie M Constantinople. 
House of Livia on Palatine (Augustan period) : of Vestals, rebuilt by 
Hadrian, dr. 120 a.d. Houses at Pompeii and Herculanum, cir. 60-79 
A.D. ; Villus of Cordianus ('■ Tor' de" Sthiavi," 240 a.d.). and 0/ Sallutt 
I U Rome and u/ J' liny at Laureiitium. 
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Books Rkcommknded : Baasen, J?if Sasi/iken christluh<n 
Roms. Butler, Architecture and other Arts in Northern Cen- 
tral Syria. Corroyer, L' architecture romane. Cummings, 
A History of Architecture in Italy. Essenwein (Handbuch d. 
Archilektur), Aus^dn^e der klassischen Baukunst. Gutensohn 
u. Knapp, Denkm^ler der christlichen Religion. HUbsch, 
Monuments de rarchitecture chritievne. I^nciani, Pagan and 
Christian Rome. Mothes, Die BasiUkenform bet den Christen, 
etc. Okely, Development of Christian Architecture in Italy. 
Von Quast, Die altehristlichen Bauwerke s« Ravenna. De 
Rossi, Roma Sotlerranea. De Vogti6, Syrie Centrale; £glises 
de la Terre Sainte. 



nriAODUOTOET. The official recognition of Christianity 

in the year 328 by Constantine simply legalized an institu- 
tion which had been for three centuries gathering momen- 
tum for its final conquest of the antique world. The new 
religion rapidly enlisted in its service for a common purpose 
and under a common impulse races as wide apart in blood 
and culture as those which had built up the art of imperial 
Rome. It was Christianity which reduced to civilization in 
the West the Germanic hordes that had overthrown Rome, 
bringing their fresh and hitherto untamed vigor to the task 
of recreating architecture out of the decaying fragments of 
classic art. So in the East its life-giving influence awoke 
the slumbering Greek art-instinct to new triumphs in the 
arts of building, less refined and perfect indeed, but not 
less sublime than tliose of the Periclean age. Long before 
the Constantinian edict, the Christians in the Eastern prov- 
inces had enjoyed substantial freedom of worship. Meet- 
ing often in the private basilicas of wealthy converts, and 
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finding these, and siiU more the great public basilicas, J 
suited to the requirements of their worship, they early be-' 
gan to build in imitation of these edifices. There are many ] 
remains of these early churches ia northern Africa and | 
central Syria. 

EARLT CHBISTIAIT ART Ui SOKE. This was at first wholly 1 
sepulchral, developing in the catacombs the symbols of the I 
new faith. Once liberated, however, Christianity appro- 
priated bodily for its public rites the basilica-type and 
the general substance of Roman architecture. Shafts and ] 
capitals, architraves and rich linings of veined marble, even ] 
the pagan Bacchic symbolism of the vine, it adapted to new I 
uses in its own service. Constantine led the way in archi- 
tecture, endowing Bethlehem and Jerusalem with splendid 
churches, and his new capita! on the 
Bosphorus with the first of the three 
historic basilicas dedicated tothe Holy 
Wisdom (Hagia Sophia). One of the 
greatest of innovators, he seems to 
have had a special predilection for 
circular buildings, and the tombs and 
baptisteries which he erected in this 
form, especially that for his sister 
Constantia in Rome (known as Santa 
Costanza, Fig. 66), furnished the pro- 
totype for numberless Italian baptis- 
teries in later ages. 

The Christian basilica (see Figs, 67, 68) generally com- 
prised a broad and lofty nave, separated by rows of columns . 
[ilroni the single or double side-aisles. The aisles had usually 4 
'about half the width and height of the nave, and like it were ] 
covered with wooden roofs and ceilings. Above the columns j 
which flanked the nave rose ihe lofty clearstory wall, pierced 
with windows above the side-aisle roofs and supporting the . 
I immense trusses of the roof of the nave. The limbering of ' 
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the latter was sometimes bare, sometimes concealed by a 
richly paiielied ceiling, carved, gilded, and painted. At the 
further end of the nave was the sanctuary or apse, with the 
seats for the clergy on a raised platform, the beiiia, in front 
of which was the altar. Transepts sometimes expanded to 
right and left before the altar, under which was the confes- 
sio or shrine of the titular saint or martyr. 

An atiittin or forecjurC surrounded by a covered arcade 
preceded the basilica proper, the arcade at the front of the 
church forming a porch or nartlux, which, however, in some 
cases existed without the atrium. The exterior was ex- 
tremely plain ; the interior, on the contrary, was resplen- 
dent with incrustations of veined marble and with sumptuous 
decorations in glass mosaic (called opus Grecanicum') on a 
blue or golden ground. Especially rich were the half-dome 
of the apse and the wall-space surrounding its arch and 
called the triumphal ar<h ; next in decorative importance 
came the broad band of wall beneath the clearstory win- 
dows. Upon these surfaces the mosaic-workers wrought 
with minute cubes of colored glass pictures and symbols 
almost imperishable, in which the glow of color and a cer- 
tain decorative grandeur of effect in the composition went 
far to atone for the uncouth drawing. With growing 
wealth and an increasingly elaborate ritual, the furniture 
and equipments of the church assumed greater architectural 
importance. A large rectangular space was retained for 
the choir in front of the- bema, and enclosed by a breast- 
high parapet of marble, richly inlaid. On either side were 
the pulpits or amhofifs for the Gospel and Epistle. A lofty 
canopy was built over the altar, the baida^uin, supported on 
four marble columns. A few basilicas were built with side- 
aisles, in two stories, as in S. Lorenzo and Sta. Agnese. 
Adjoining the basilica in the earlier examples were the 
baptistery and the tomb of the saint, circular or polygonal 
buildings usually ; but in later times these were replaced 
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by the font or baptismal chapel in the church and the eoit- 
fessia under the altar. 

Of the two Consiantinian basilicas in Rome, the one 
dedicated to St. Peter was demolished in the fifteenth cen- 
tury ; that of St. John Latersn has been so disfigured by 
modern alterations as to be unrecognizable. The former of 
the two adjoined the site of the martyrdom of St. Peter in 
t he circu s of C aligula and Nero ; it was five-aisled, 380 
feetinlengthbyziafeet in 
width. The nave was 80 
feet wide and too feet 
high, and the dispropor- 
tionately high clearstory 
wall rested on horizontal 
architraves carried by col- 
umns. The impressive di- ' ' 7 
mensions and simple plan of this structure gave it a 
majesty worthy of its rank as the first church of Christen- 
dom. St. Paul beyond the Walla (S. Paolo fuori le mura), 
built in 386 by Theodosius, resembled St. Peter's closely 
in plan (Figs. 67, 68). Destroyed by fire in 1821, it has 
been rebuilt with almost its pristine splendor, and is, next 
to the modern St. Peter's and the Pantheon, the most im- 
pressive place of worship in Rome. Santa Maria Magglore,* 
though smaller in size, is more interesting because it so 
largely retains its original aspect, its Renaissance ceiling hap- 
pily harmonizing with its simple antique lines. l onjn co l- 
u mns support architraves to carry the clearstory, as in St. 
Peter's. In most other examples, St, Paul's included, arches 
turned from column to column perform this function. The 
first known case of such use of classic columns as arch-bear- 
ers was in the palace of Diocletian at Spalato ; it also appears 
in Syrian buildings of the third and fourth centuries a.i>. 

• Hereafter the abbrcviadon S. M, will be scncrally used instead o( the 
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The basilica remained the model for ecclesiastical archi- 
tecture in Rome, without noticeable change either of plan 
or detail, until the time of the Renaissance. All the earlier 



examples employed c 




s and capitals taken from ancient 
ruins, often incongruous 
and ill-matched in size and 
order. SaiL Clemente (10S4) 
has retained almost intact 
its early aspect, its choir- 
enclosure, baldacjuin, and 
ambones having been well 
[ireserved or carefully re- 
stored. Other important 
basilicas are mentioned in 
the list of monuments on 
pages 118, 119. 

EAVEKHA. The fifth and 
sixth centuries endowed 
-■ Ravenna with a number of 
notable buildings which, 

with the exception of the 

■■•- ^ cathedra!, demolished in the 

last century, have been pre- 

iMEKPOK. N served to our day. Subdued 

by the Byzantine emperor 

Justinian in 537, Ravenna became the meeting-ground 

for Early Christian and Byzantine traditions and the basili- 

can and circular plans are both represented. The two 

churches dedicated to St. .\poIlinaris, S. Apollinare NuotO 

(520) in the city, and 8. Apollinare in Classe (538) three 

from the city, in what was formerly the 

port, are especially interesting for their fine mosaics, 

and for the impost-blocks interposed above the capitals of 

their columns to receive the springing of the pier-arches. 

These blocks appear to be somewhat crude modificatioas 
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of ihe fragmentary architraves 
in classic Roman arcliitectiire 
of vaults sustaiueil by column; 
Byzantine structures {Fig, 73). 



or entablatures cmployeil 
to receive the springing 
, and became comnion in 
The use of external arcad- 



give some slight adornment to the walls of the 1 
second of the above-named churches, and the round bell- 
towers of brick which adjoined both of them, were first 
Steps toward the development of the "wall-veil" or ar- 
caded decoration, and of the campaniles, which in later cen- 
turies became so characteristic of north Italian churches 
(see Chapter XIII.). In Rome the campaniles which ac- 
company many of tlie medieval basilicas are square and 
pierced with many windows. 

The basilican form of church became general in Italy, a 
large proportion of whose churches continued to be built 
with wooden roofs and with but slight deviations from thfe 
original type, long after the appearance of the Gothic style* 
The chief departures from early precedent were in the ex- 
terior, which was embellished with marble incrustations 
as in S. Miniato (Florence) ; or with successive stories 
of wall-arcades, as in many churches in Pisa and Lucca 
(see Fig, 90) ; until finally the introduction of clustered 
piers, pointed arches, and vaulting, gradually transformed 
the basilican Into the Italian Romanesque and Gothic 
styles. 

BTEIA AND THE BAST. In Syria, particularly the central 
portion, the (."liristian architecture of the 3d to 8th centuries 
produced a number of very mteresting monuments. 1 
churches built by Constantine in Syria — the Church of the 
Nativity in Bethlehem (nominally built by his mother), of | 
'the Ascension at Jerusalem, the magnificent octagonal 1 
church on the site of the Temple, and finally the some- 
what similar church at Antioch — were the most notable 
Christian monuments in Syria, The first three on the list, 
Stili extant in part al least, have been so altered by later 
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additions and restorations that their original forms are onl^^ 
approximately known from early descriptions. They were 
all of large size, and the octagonal church on the Temple 
platform was of exceptional magnificence.* The columns 
and a part of the marble incrustations of the early design 
are still visible in the " Mosque of Omar," but most of the 
old work is concealed by the decoration of tiles applied 
by the Moslems, and the whole interior aspect altered by 
the wood-and-plaster dome with which they replaced the 
simpler roof of the original. 
Christian architecture in 




Syria. These innovatior 
the development of disti 
of progress by the Mob; 
century, would doubtless havi 
dependent style of architecture. 



verged from Roman tradi- 
tions. The abundance of 
hard stone, the total lack of 
clay or brick, the remote- 
ness from Rome, led to a 
peculiar independence and 
originality in the forms and 
details of the ecclesiastical 
as well as of the domestic 
architecture of central 
upon Roman models resulted in 
t types which, but for the arrest 
imedan conquest in the seventh 
igurated a new and in- 
fiers of masonry came 



■Fergusson {Nislory of ATchiltclurr, vol. ii., pp. 40S, 431) contends 
that this was the real Conslantinian church of [he Holy Sepulchre, and that 
the one called 10-day by that name was erected by the Crusaders in the 
twelfth century. The more general view is that the latter was originally 
built by Constantine as the Church of the Sepulchre, though subsequently 
much altered, and that the octagonal edifice was also his work, but erected 
under some other name. Whether this church was later incorporated in 
the " Mosque of Omar," or merely furnished some of the materials for its 
lot quite clear. 
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to replace the classic column, as at Tafkha (third or fourth 
century), Rouheiha and Kalb Louzeh (fifth century? Kig, 
69) ; the ceilings in the smaller churches were often 
formed with stone slabs ; the apse was at first confined 
within the main rectangle of the plan, and was sometimes 
square. The exterior assumed a striking and pictur- 
esque variety of forms by means of turrets, porches, and 
gables. Singularly enough, vaulting hardly appears at all, 
though the arch is used with fine effect. Conventional and 
monastic groups of buildings appear early in Syria, and 
that of St, Simeon Stylites at Kelat Seman is an impres- 
sive and interesting monument. Four three-aisled wings 
form the arms of a cross, meet- 
ing in a central octagonal open 
court, in the midst of which 
stood the column of the saint. 
The eastern arm of the cross 
forms a complete basilica of 
itself, and the whole cross meas- 
ures 330 X 300 feet. Chapels, 
cloisters, and cells adjoin the 
main edifice. 

Circular and polygonal plans 
appear in a number of Syrian 
examples of the early sixth cen- 
tury. Their most striking feat- '"" '"■^■'■'"■■'""- "■ 
ure is the inscribing of the circle or polygon in a square 
which forms the exterior outline, and the use of four 
niches to fill out the corners. This occurs at Kelat Seman 
in a small double church, perhaps the tomb and chapel 
of a martyr; in the cathedral at Bozrah (Fig. 70), and in 
the small domical church of St. George at Ezra. These 
were probably the prototypes of many Byzantine churches 
like St. Sergius at Constantinople, and San Viiale at 
Ravenna (Fig, 74). though the exact dates of the Syrian 
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churches are not known. The one at Ezra is the only 
one of the three which has a dome, the others having been 
roofed with wood. 

The interesting domestic architecture of this period is 
preserved in whole towns and villages in the Hauran, which, 
deserted at the Arab conquest, have never been reocciipied 
and remain almost intact but for the decay of their wooden 
roofs. They are marked by dignity and simplicity of de- 
sign, and by the same picturesque massing of gables and 
roofs and porches which has already been remarked of the 
churches. The arches are broad, the columns rather heavy, 
the mouldings few and simple, and the scanty carving vig- 
orous and effective, often strongly Byzantine in type. 

Elsewhere in the Eastern world are many early churches 
of which even the enumeration would exceed the limits of 
this work. Salonica counts a number of basilicas and sev- 
eral domical churches. The church of St. George, now a 
mosque, is of early date and thoroughly Roman in plan and 
section, of the same class with the Pantheon and the tomb 
of Helena, in both of which a massive circular wall is light- 
ened by eight niches. At Angora (Ancyra), Hierapolis, 
Pergamus, and other points in Asia Minor ; in Egypt, Nu- 
bia, and Algiers, are many examples of both circular and 
basilican edifices of the early centuries of Christianity. In 
Constantinople there remains but a single representative of 
the basilican type, the church of St. John Stndius, now the 
Emir Akhor mosque. 

UOWmtSHTB: Rome : 4th century : St. Peter's, Sta, Costania, 330 ? : 
Sta. I'udeniiana, 33s (rebuilt ijgS) ; tomb of St. Helena ; Baptistery o( 
Constanlinc ; St. Paul's beyond the Walls, 3B6 ; Si. John Laterao (wholly 
remodelled in modern times). 5th century: Baptistery of St, John Lateran ; 
Sta. Sabina, 435 ; Sta. Maria Maggiore, 432 : S. Pietro in Vincoli, 44a 
(greatly altered in modern times). 6th century : S. I^rcnro, $Sa (the 
older portion in two stories) ; SS. Cosmo c Damiano. 7th century : Sta. 
Agnese, Oaj : S. Giorgio in Velabro, 663. 8tb century : Sta. Maria in 
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Cosmedin ; S, Crisogono. gth century : S. Nereo ed Achiileo ; Slo. Prafti m 
Sede; Sta. Maria in Dominica. I^th and 13th centuries: S. Clemenle,^ 

8 ; Sta. Maria in Tnislevere ; S. Lorenzo {nave) ; Sta. Maria ic 
Coeli. Ravbnna ; Baptistery of S. John. 400 (?) ; S. Francesco ; S. Gift- I 
ini Evangelists, 425; Sla. Agata, 430; S. Giovanni Batlista, 439;. 1 
tomb of Galla Flacidia. 450 ; S. Apollinare Nuovo, 500-530 ; S. Apollini 
"n Classe. 538 ; St. Victor ; 3u. Maria in Cosmcdin (the Arian Bapli 
eiy} ; tomb of Theodorlc (.Sta, Maria della Rotonda, a decagonal two- 
storied mnusoleum, with a low dotne cut from a single stone 36 feet in 
diameter), 530-540. Italy m Genehai, ; basilica at Paretuo, 6th cen- 
tury ; cathedral and Sta. Fosca at Torcello, 640-700 ; at Naples 
Resliluta, 7th century ; others, mostly of lolh-l3th centuries, at Muraoo J 
near Venice, al Florence {S. Miniato), Spolelo, Toscanella, elc. ; bap- 
tisteries at Asti, Florenee, Nocera dei Pagani, and other places. In Sv- 
kiA AND TKK East ; basilicas of the Nativity at Bethlehem, of the ] 
Sepulchre and of the Ascension at Jerusalem ; also polygonal church 1 
on Temple platform ; these all of 41b century. Basilicas at Bakoiuah, ' 
Ha£s. Kelat Seman, Kalb Louieh, Kouheiha, Tourmanin, etc. ; circular 
churches, tombs, and baptisteries at Bozrah, Eira, Hass. Kdut Seman. 
Kouheiha. etc. ; all these 4lh'Sth centuries. Churches at Constantinople 
<Hoiy Wisdom. St. John Studius, etc.), Hierapolis, Pergamua, and Thes- 
salonica (St. Demetrius, " Eshi Djuma") ; in Egypt and Nubia (Djemla, 
Announa, Ibreem. Siont. etc.) ; at OrlAtnsvilie in Algeria. (For churches, 1 
, etc., of 8th-ioth centuries in ifae West, see Chi^)ter XIII.) 



CHAPTER XI. 

BYZANTINE ARCHITECTURE. 

Books Recommenued : As before, Rssenwein, Hiibsch, 
Von Quast. Also, Bayet, L'Ari Bysantin. Choisy, L'Art 
de bdtir cAcs Us Byzantiiis. Lethaby and Swainson, Sancta 
Sophia. Ongania, La BasiH<d di Sau Marco. Pulgher, An- 
{iennes Eglises Byiantines de Constantinople. Salzenberg, 
AlUhristliche Baudenkmale von Constanlinopel. Texier and 
PuUan, Byzantine Architecture, 

OBIGUt AHD CHASACTEB. The decline and fall ol Rome 
arrested the devflo|>ment of the basilican style in the West, 
as did the Arab conquest later in Syria. It was otherwise 
in the new Eastern capital founded by Constantine in the 
ancient Byzantium, which was rising in power and wealth 
while Rome lay in ruins. Situated at the strategic point 
of the natural highway of commerce between East and 
West, salubrious and enchantingly beautiful in its sur- 
roundings, the new capital grew rapidly from provincial 
insignificance to metropolitan importance. Its founder 
had embellished it with an extraordinary wealth of build- 
ings, in which, owing to the scarcity of trained architects, 
quantity and cost doubtless outran quality. But at least 
the tameness of blindly followed precedent was avoided, 
and this departure from traditional tenets contributed un- 
doubtedly to the originality of Byzantine architecture. A 
large part of the artisans employed in building were then, 
as now, from Asia Minor and the .'Egean Islands, Greek in 
race if not in name. An Oriental taste for brilliant and har- 
monious color and for minute decoration spread over broad 
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surfaces must have been stimulated by trade with the Far 
East and by constant contact with Oriental peoples, cos- 
tumes, and arts. An Asiatic origin may also be assigned 
to the methods of vaulting employed, far more varied than 
the Roman, not only in form but also in materials and pro- 
cesses. From Roman architecture, however, the Byzan- 
tines borrowed the fundamental notion of their structural 
art ; that, namely, of diatiiliUtifig the w eights anj _AUains 
of their vaulted structures upon isolated and massive points 
of support, strengthened by deep b uttresses, internaTor ex- 
ternal^^s the case might Gel Roman, likewise, was the use 
of polished monolithic columns, and the incrustation of the 
piers and walls with panels of variegated marble, as well as 
the decoration of plastered surfaces by fresco and mosaic, 
and the use of opus sectile and opus Alexandrinum for the 
production of sumptuous marble pavements, fn the first of 
these processes the color-figures of the pattern are formed 
each of a single piece of marble cut to the shape required ; 
in the second the pattern is compounded of minute squares, 
triangles, and curved pieces of uniform size. Under these 
combined influences the artists of Constantinople wrought 
out new problems in construction and decoration, giving to 
all that they touched a new and striking character. 

There is no absolute line of demarcation, chronological, \ 
geographical, or structural, between Early Christian and 1 
Byzantine architecture. But the former was especiallv | 
characterized by the basilica with three or five aisles, anti 
the use of wooden roofs even in its circular edifices'; thJ 
vault and dome, though not unknown, being exceedingly^ 
rare. Byzantine architecture, on the other hand, rarely 
produced the simple three-aisled or five-aisled basilica, and 
nearly all its monuments were vaulted. The dome was es- 
pecially frequent, and Byzantine architecture achieved its 
highest triumphs in the use of the pendentive, as the trian- 
gular spherical surfaces are called, by the aid of which a 
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Idome can be supported on the summits of four arches span- 
Viing the four sides of a square, as explained later. There 
is as little uniformity in the plans of Byzantine buildings 
as in the forms of the vaulting, A few types of church- 
plan, however, predominated locally in one or another ceu- 
; but the controlling feature of the style was the dome 
and the constructive system with which it was associated. 
The dome, it is true, had long been used by the Romans, 
Llways on a circular plan, as in the Pantheon. It is 
also a fact that pendentives have been found in Syria and 
Asia Minor oider than the oldest Byzantine examples. But 
the special feature characterizing the Byzantine dome on 
pendentives was its almost exclusive association with plant 
having piers and columns or aisles, with the dome as th( 
central and dominant feature of the complex design (see 
plans, Figs. 74, 75, 78). Another strictly Byzantine practice 
was the piercing of the lower portion of the dome with win- 
dows forming a circle or crown, and the final development 
of this feature into a high drum. 

CONST BirCTIoiF. Still another divergence from RomanJ 
methods was in the substitution of brick and Stone ma-i 
sonry for concrete. Brick was used for the mass as well asV 
the facing of walls and piers, and for the vaulting in many 
buildings mainly built of stone. Stone was used either 
alone or in combination with brick, the latter appearing 
in bands of four or five courses at intervals of three or 
four feet. In later work a regular alternation of the two 
materials, course for course, was not uncommon. In piers 
intended to support unusually heavy loads the stone was 
very carefully cut and fitted, and sometimes tied and 
clamped with iron. 

Vaults were built sometimes of brick, sometimes of cut 
stone ; in a few cases even of earthenware jars fitting into 
each other, and laid up in a continuous contracting spiral 
from the base to the crown of a dome, as in San Viulc at 
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Kavenna. Ingenious processes for building vaults without 
centrings were made use of — processes inherited from the 
drain-builders uf ancient Assyria, and still in vogue in Ar- 
menia, Persia, and Asia Minor. The groined vault was 
common, but always approximated the form of a dome, by 
a longitudinal convexity upward in the intersecting vaults. 
aisles of Hagia Sophia * display a remarkable variety 
of forms in the vaulting. 

DOKES. The dome, as we have seen, early became the 
most characteristic feature of Byzantine architecture ; and 
especially the dome on pendentives. If a hemisphere be cut 
by five planes, four per- 
pendicular to its base and 
bounding a square in- 
bed therein, and the 
fifth plane parallel to the 
base and tangent to the 
semicircular intersections 
made by the first four, 
there will remain of the 
original surface only four 
triangular spaces bounded 
by arcs of circles. These 
are called pendentives (Fig. 
yr a). When these are built 
up of masonry, each course 
forms a species of arch, by virtue of its convexity. At 
crown of the four arches on which they rest, these 
courses meet and form a complete circle, perfectly stable 
and capable of sustaining any superstructure that dojs not 
by excessive weight disrupt the whole fabric by overthrow- 

" St. Sophia." the common name of this church, is a misnomer. It 
WIS not detlifuted to a siiint nl ull, but to the Divine Wisdom (tlugla 
^Bophia), which name the Turks have retained in the softened form " Aya -mm 
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ing the four arches which support it. Upon these pen- 
dentives, then, a new dome may be started of any desired 
curvature, or even a cylindrical drum to support a still 
loftier dome, as in the later churches (Fig. 71 b). This 
method of covering a square is simpler than the groined 
vault, having no sharp edges or intersections ; it is at least 
as effective architecturally, liy reason of its greater height 
in the centre ; and is equally applicable to successive bays 
of an oblong, cruciform, and even columnar building. In 
the great cisterns at Constantinople vast areas are covered 
by rows of small domes supported on ranges of columns. 

The earlier domes were commonly pierced with windows 
at the base, this apparent weakening of the vault being com- 
pensated for by strongly buttressing the piers between the 
windows, as in Hagia Sophia. Here forty windows form a 
crown of light at the spring of the dome, producing an ef- 
fect almost as striking as that of the simple ociilus of the 
Pantheon, and celebrated by ancient writers in the most 
extravagant terms, In later and smaller churches a high 
drum was introduced beneath the dome, in order to secure, 
by means of longer windows, more light than could be ob- 
tained by merely piercing the diminutive domes. 

Buttressing was well understood by the Byzantines, 
whose plans were skilfully devised to provide internal 
abutments, which were often continued above the roofs of 
the side-aisles to prop the main vaults, precisely as was 
done by the Romans in their thermae and similar halls. 
But the Byzantines, while adhering less strictly than the 
Romans to traditional forms and processes, and displaying 
much more ready contrivance and special adaptation of 
means to ends, never worked out this pregnant structural 
principle to its logical conclusion as did the Gothic archi- 
tects of Western Europe a few centuries later. 

DECOBATIOS. The exteriors of Byzantine buildings (ex- 
cept in some of the small churches of late date) were 
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generally bare and lacking in beauty. The interiors, on 
the contrary, were richly decorated, colar playing a much 
larger part than carving in the designs. Painting was re- 
sorted to only in the smaller buiidnigs, the more durable 
and splendid medium of mosaic being usually preferred. 
This was, as a rule, confined to the vaults and to those por- 
tions of the wall-surfaces embraced by the vaults above 
their springing. The "ilflrf —— ■" brilliant, the background 
being usually oJLeiild, though sometimes of blue or a deli- 
cate green. Biblical scenes, symbolic and allegorical fig- 
ures and groups of saints adorned the larger areas, partic- 
ularly the half-dome of the apse, as in the basilicas. The 

smaller vaults, the sof- 

fits of arches, borders 
of pictures, and other 
mi nor surf aces, received 
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decoration of crosses. 
monograms, and set 
patterns. 

The walls throughout 
were sheathed with 
slabs of rare-marble in 
panels so disposed that 
the veining should pro- 
duce symmetrical fig- 
ures. The panels wer>: 
framed in billet-mould- 
ings, derived perhaps 
from classic dentils ; the billets or projections on one side 
the moulding coming opposite the sp.-ices on the other. This 
seems to have been a purely Byzantine feature. 

OABTK) DETAIIiB. Internally the different stories were 
marked by horizontal bands and cornices of white or inlaid 
marble richly carved. The arch-soffits, the archivolts or 
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bands around tlie arches, and the spaiidrils between them 
were covered with minute and intricate incised carving. 
The motives used, though based on the acanthus and an- 
themion, were given a wholly new aspect. The relief was 
low and flat, the leaves sharp and crowded, and the effect 
rich and lacelike, rather than vigorous. It was, however, 
well adapted to the covering of large areas where general 
effect was more important than detail. Even the capitals 
were treated in the same spirit. The impost-block was al- 
most universal, except where its use was rendered unnec- 
essary by giving to the capital itself the massive pyrami- 
dal form required to 
receive properly the 
spring of the arch or 
vault. In such cases 
(more frequent in Con- 
stantinople than else- 
where) the surface of 
the capital was simply 
covered with incised 
carving of foliage, bas- 
ketwork, monograms, 
etc.i; rudimentary vo- 
lutes in a few cases 
; classic tra- 
ditions (Figs. 72, 73). 
The mouldings were 
weak and poorly exe- 
M.H. cuted, and the vigor- 
ous profiles of classic . 
iggested by the character- 
les.s aggregations of mouldings which took their place. 

PLUTB. The remains of Byzantine architecture are almost 
exclusively of churches and baptisteries, but the plans of 
these are exceedingly varied. The first radical departure 
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from the basilica-type seems to have been the adoption of 
circular or polygonal plans, such as had usually served only 
for tombs and baptisteries. The Baptistery of St. John at 
Ravenna (early fifth century) is classed by many authorities 
as a Byzantine monument. In the early years of the sixth 
century the adoption of this model 
had become quite general, and with 
it the development of domical de- 
sign began to advance. The church 
of St. Ser^ttB ut Constantinople 
(F"ig- 74),origina!ly joined to a short 
basilica dedicated to St, Bacchus 
(afterward destroyed by the Turks), 
as in the double church at Keljt 
Seman, was built about 520; tlmt 
of San Titale at Ravenna was be- 
gun a few years later ; both are ""^^ '*■ ''■''■ ^"""ii™. ':°i'- 
domical churches on an octagonal 

plan, with an exterior aisle. Semicircular niches — four in St. 
Sergius and eight in San Vitale — projecting into the aisle, 
enlarge somewhat the area of the central space and give va- 
riety to the internal effect. The origin of this characteristic 
feature may be traced to the eight niches of the Pantheon, 
through such intermediate examples as the temple of idinerva 
Medica at Rome. The true pendentive does not appear in 
these two churches. Timidly employed up to that time in 
small structures, it received a remarkable development in 
the magnificent church of Ha^ia Sophia, built by Anthe- 
niius of Tralles and Isodorus of Miletus, under Justinian, 
5.^2-338 A.[). In the plan of this marvellous edifice (Fig. 
JS) the dome rests upon four mighty arches bounding a 
square, into two of which open the half-domes of semicir- 
cular apses. These apses are penetrated and extended each 
by two smaller niches and a central arch, and the whole 
Vast nave, measuring over 200 x 100 feet, is llanlced by 
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enormously wide aisles 
majestic narthex. Huge 



necting at the front with a 
buttresses, as in the Ba- 
silica of Constantine (with whose 
structural design this building 
shows striking affinities), divide 
the aisles each into three sec- 
tions. The plan suggests that 
of St. Sergius cut in two, with a 
loft)' dome on pendentives over 
a square plan inserted between 
the halves. Thus was secured a 
noble and unobstructed hall of 
unrivalled proportions and great 
beauty, covered by a combina- 
tion of half-dqmes increasing in 
' ' "' " span and height as they lead up 

no. 75. -.LAN ^.y »Ai..A suriiiA. successively to the stupendous 
central vault, which rises 180 feet into the air and fitly 
crowns the whole. The imposing effect of this low-curved 
but loftily-poised dome, resting as it does upon a crown of 
windows, and so disposed that its summit is visible from 
every point of the nave (as may be easily seen from an 
examination of the section, Fig. 76), is not surpassed in any 
interior ever erected. 
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I The two lateral arches under the dome are filled by clear- 
I etory walls pierced by twelve windows, and resting on ar- 
cades in two stories carried by magnificent columns taken 
from ancient ruins. These separate the nave from the side- 
aisles, which are in two stories forming galleries, and are 
L vaulted with a remarkable variety of groined vaults. All 
[ the masses are disposed with studied reference to the re- 
sistance required by the many and complex thrusts exerted 
by the dome and other vaults. That the earthquakes of 
I one thousand three hundred and fifty years have not de- 
I stroyed the church is the best evidence of the sufficiency of 
these precautions. 

Not less remarkable than the noble planning and con- 
struction of this church was the treatment of scale and 
I decoration in its interior design. It was as conspicuously 
the masterpiece of Byzantine architecture as the Parthenon 
I was of the classic Greek. With little external beauty, it is 
I internally one of the most perfectly composed and beauti- 
I fully decorated halls of worship ever erected. Instead 
I of the simplicity of the Pantheon it displays the com- 
plexity of an organism of admirably related parts. The 
division of the interior height into two stories below the 
spring of the four arches, reduces the component parts of 
the design to moderate dimensions, so that the scale ot 
the whole is more easily grasped and its vast size em- 
phasized by the contrast. The walls are incrusted with 
precious marbles up to the spring of the vaulting ; the 
capitals, spandrils, and soffits are richly and minutely carved 
with incised ornament, and all the vaults covered with 
splendid mosaics. Dimmed by the lapse of centuries and 
disfigured by the vandalism of the Moslems, this noble in- 
terior, by the harmony of its coloring and its impressive 
grandeur, is one of the masterpieces of all time (Kig. 77). 
U.TES OHDBCHXS. After the sixth century no monuments 
I were built at all rivalling in scale the creations of the 
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former period. The later churches were, with few excep- 
tions, relatively small and trivial. Neither the plan nor 
the general aspect of Hagia Sophia seems to have been 
imitated in these later works. The crown of dome-windows 
was replaced by a cylindrical drum under the dome, which 
was usually of insignificant size. The exterior was treated 
more decoratively than before, by means of bands and in- 
crustations of colored marble, or alternations of stone and 
brick ; and internally mosaic continued to be executed with 
great skill and of great beauty until the tenth century, when 
the art rapidly declined. These later churches, of which a 
number were spared by the Turks, are, therefore, generally 
pleasing and Jlegant rather than striking or imposing. 

rOEEIOM KOHTFIIEMTS. The influence of Byzantine art 
was wide-spread, both in Europe and Asia. The leading 
city of civilization through the Dark Ages, Constantino- 
ple influenced Italy through her 
political and commercial relations 
with Ravenna, Genoa, and Ven- 
ice. The church of St. Hark in 
the latter city was one result of 
this influence (Figs. 78, 79). Be- 
gun in 10O3 to replace an earlier 
church destroyed by fire, it re- 
ceived through several centuries 
additions not always Byzantine in 
character. Yet it was mainly the 
work of Byzantine builders( who 
na. 78.— rL^B if sr. mahk's, copied most probably the church 
of the Apostles at Constantinople, 
built by Justinian. The picturesque but wholly unstructural 
use of columns in the entrance porches, the upper parts of 
the facade, the wooden cupolas over the five domes, and the 
pointed arches in the narthex, are deviations from Byzan- 
tine traditions dating in part from the later Middle Ages. 
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IWothing could well be conceived more irrational, from a 
■Btructural point of view, than the accumulation of columns 
pn the entrance-arches ; but the total effect is so pictur- 
esque and so rich in color, that its architectural defects 
; easily overlooked. The externa! veneering of white 
■and colored marble occurs rarely in the East, but became 




% favorite practice in Venice, where it continued in use for 
five hundred years. The interior of St. Mark's, in some 
respects better preserved than that of Hagia Sophia, is 
especially fine in color, though not equal in scale and gran- 
■ to the latter church. With its five domes it has less 
yof effect than Hagia Sophia, but more of the charm of 
tturesqueness, and its less tirilliant and simpler lighting 
inces the impress! veness of its more modest dioifcw%\QWi. 
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In Russia and Greece the Byzantine style has continued 
to be the official style of the Greek Church. The Russian 
monuments are for the most part of a somewhat fantastic 
aspect, the Muscovite taste having introduced many inno- 
vations in the form of bulbous domes and other eccentric 
details. In Greece there are few large churches, and some 
of llie most interesting, like the Cathedral at Athens, are 
almost toy-like in their dimiuutlveness. On Mt. Attioa 
(Hagion Oros) is an ancient monastery which still retains 
its Byzantine character and traditions. In Armenia (as at 
Ani, Etchmiadzin, etc.) are also interesting examples of 
lale Armeno- Byzantine architecture, showing applications 
to exterior carved detail of elaborate interlaced ornament 
looking like a re-echo of Celtic MSS. illumination, itself, 
no doubt, originating in Byzantine traditions. But the 
greatest and most prolific offspring of Byzantine architec- 
ture appeared after the fall of Constantinople (1453) '" the 
new mosque-archi lecture of the victorious Turks. 

TtOSUSESTB. Constantinople : St, Sergius, 520 ; Ilagia Sophia, 
531-53S; Holy Apostles by Justinian (demolished): Holy Peace (St. 
Irene) originally by Constantine, rebuilt by Justinian, and again in 8th 
Mnlury by Leo the Isaurian ; Hagia Theolokos, nth century (?) ; Mone- 
tes Choras (•■Kflhire Djami "), loth century; Pantokrator ; " Fetiyeh 
Djami." Cisterns, especially the " Uin Bir Direlt" (1,001 columns) and 
■■ Vera Batan Serai ; " palaces, few vestiges eitcept the great hall o£ the 
BlachemK palace. Salomica ; Churches— of Divine Wisdom ("Aya 
Sofia"). St. Bardias, St. Eliaa. Ravenna: San Vilale, 5*7-540- Ven- 
ice ; St. Mark's. 977-1071 ; " Fondaco dei Turehi." now Civic Museum, 
lath century. Other churches nt Athens and Mt. Athos ; at Misitra, 
Myra. Ancyra, Ephesus, etc. ; in Armenia at Ani, Dighour, Elchmiadiin. 
Kouthais, Pitzounda. Hsunlar. etc. : tombs at Ani, Vanhahan, etc. ; in 
Russia at Kieff (St. Basil, Cathedral), Kostroma. Moscow (Assumption, 
St. Basil, Vasili Blaghennoi, etc.), Novgorod, Tchernigolt ; at Kunea 
Darghish in Wallachia, and many other places. 




SASSANIAN AND MOHAMMEDAN ARCHITECTURE. 

(ARABIAN, MORESQUE, PERSIAN, INDIAN, AND TURKISH.) 

Books Recommended: Boargoln, Zes Arts A raies. Coste, 
Monuments dtt dure ; Monumenti modernes de la Perse. 
Cunningham, Arekaologieal Survey of India. Fergusson, 
Indian and Eastern Arckiteeture . De Forest, Indian Arehi- 
teetiire and Ornament. Flandin et Coste, yayage en Perse. 
Franz-Pasha, Die Baukunst des Islam. Gayet, V Art Arabe ; 
L'Art Persan. Girault de Prangey, Essai sitr Carehitecture 
des Arabes en Espagne, etc. Goury and Jones. The Alham- 
bra. Jacob, Jeypore Portfolio of Architectural Details. Le 
Bon, La civilisation des Ara&es ; Les monuments de I'Inde. 
Owen Jones, Grammar of Ornament. Parvill^e, L'Arehitec- 
fure Otlomane. Prisse d'Avennes, LAri Arahe. Texier, 
Description de I'Arm^iiie, la Perse, etc, 

QENESAL SUBVBT. While the Byzantine Empire was at 1 

its zenith, the new faith of Islam was conquering Western 
Asia and the Mediterranean lands with a fiery rapidity, 
which is one of the marvels of history. The new archi- 
tectural styles which grew up in the wake of these con- 
quests, though differing widely in conception and detail in 
the several countries, were yet marked by common charac- 
teristics which set them quite apart from the contemporary 
Christian styles. The predominance of decorative over ' 
structural considerations, a predilection for minute surface- 
ornament, the absence of pictures and sculpture, are found 
alike in Arabic, Persian, Turkish, and Indian buildings, 
though in varying degree. These new styles, however, were 
almost entirely the handiwork of artisans belonging to the 
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conquered races, and many traces of Byzantine, and even 
after the Crusades, of Norman and Gothic design, are 
recognizalile in Moslem architecture. Bill the Orientalism 
of the conquerors and their common faith, tinged with the 
poetry and philosophic mysticism of the Arab, stamped 
these works of Copts, Syrians, and Greeks with an unmis- 
takable character of their own, neither Byzantine nor Early 
Christian. 

AS&BIC ABCHITECTTTIIE. In the building of mosques and 
tombs, especially at Cairo, this architecture reached a re- 
markable degree of decorative elegance, and sometimes of 
dignity. It developed slowly, the Arabs not being at the 
outset a race of builders. The early monuments of Syria 
and Egypt were insignificant, and the sacred Kaabah at 
Mecca and the mosque at Medina hardly deserve to be 
called architectural monuments at all. The most impor- 
tant early works were the mosques of 'Amrou at Cairo (642, 
rebuilt and enlarged early in the eighth century), of £1 
Aksah on the Temple platform at Jerusalem {6gi, by Abd- 
el-Melek), and of El Walld at Damascus (705-732, recently 
seriously injured by fire). All these were simple one- 
storied structures, with flat wooden roofs carried on par- 
allel ranges of columns supporting pointed arches, the 
arcades either closing one side of a square court, or sur- 
rounding it completely. The long perspectives of the aisles 
and the minute decoration of the archivolts and ceilings 
aione gave them architectural character. The beautiful 
Some of the Rook (Kubbet-es-Sakhrah, miscalled the 
Mosque of Omar) on the Temple platform at Jerusalem is 
either a remodelled Constantinian edifice, or in large part 
composed of the materials of one (see p. 116). 

The splendid mosque of Ibn Totiloan (876-S85) was built 
on the same plan as that of Amrou, but with cantoned piers 
instead of columns and a corresponding increase in variety 
of perspective and richness of effect. With the incoming 
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'of the Fatimite dynasty, however, and the foundation of 
the present city of Cairo (971), vaulting began to take the 
place of wooden ceilings, and then appeared the germs of 
those extraordinary 
applications of ge- 
ometry to decorative 
design which were 
henceforth to be the 
most striking feature 
of Arabic ornament. 
Under the AyCib dy- 
nasty, which began 
with Saiah-ed-din 
(Saladin) in 1171, 
these elements, of 
which the great Bar- 
konk mosque (ri49) 
is the most imposing 
early example, de- 
veloped slowly in the 
domical tombs of the 
Kara/ah at Cairo, 
and prepared the way 
for the increasing 
richness and splen- 

,dor of a long series " ''' 

"of mosques, among "°' """"'^''"s^NiTVAii'y. 
which those of Kala- ^ MUrtb ■ * Mimier 

(1284-13,8), Sal- 
tan Hoaian (1356), El Mn'ayyad (1415). and Kald Bey (1463). 
were the most conspicuous examples (Fig. 80), They mark, 
indeed, successive advances in complexity of planning, in- 
inuity of construction, and elegance of decoration. To- 
ither they constitute an epoch in Arabic architecture, 
'hich coincides closely with the development of Gothic 
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vaulted architecture in Europe, both in ihe stages and the 
duration of its advances. 

The mosques of these three centuries are, like the medite- 
val monasteries, impressive aggregations of buildings of 
various sorts about a central court of ablutions. The tomb 
of the founder, residences for the imams, or priests, schools 
[madrassah), and hospitals {mdrisldn) rival in importance the 
prayer-chamber. This last is, however, the rea! focus of 
mterest and splendor ; in some cases, as in Sultan Hassan, 
it is a simple barrel-vaulted chamber open to the court ; 
in others an oblong arcaded hal! with many small domes ; 
or again, a square hall covered with a high pointed dome 
on pendentives of intricately beautiful stalactite-work (see 
below). The ceremonial requirements of the mosque were 
simple. The court must have its fountain of ablutions 
in the centre. The prayer-hail, or mosque proper, must 
have its mihrdb, or niche, to indicate the kthUh, the direc- 
tion of Mecca ; and its mimber, or high, slender pulpit for 
the reading of the Koran. These were the only absolutely 
indispensable features of a mosque, but as early as the 
ninth century the minaret \ias, added, from which the call 
to prayer could be sounded over the city by the mueddin. 
Not until the Ayubite period, however, did it begin to as- 
sume those forms of varied and picturesque grace which 
lend to Cairo so much of its architectural charm. 

AECHITECTITBAL D1TAII8. While Arabic architecture, in 
Syria and Kgypt alike, possesses more decorative than con- 
structive originality, the beautiful forms of its domes, pen- 
dentives, and minarets, the simple majesty of the great 
pointed barrel-vaults of the Hassan mosque and similar 
monuments, and the graceful lines of the universally used 
pointed arch, prove the Coptic builders and their later 
Arabic successors to have been architects of great ability. 
The Arabic domes, as seen both in the mosques and in the 
remarkable group of tombs commonly called " tombs of the 
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Khalifs," are peculiar not only in their pointed outlines 
and their rich external decoration of interlaced geomet- 
ric motives, but still 
treatment of the pendi 
stalactite ornament. 
This ornament, de- 
rived, no doubt, from 
a combination of 
minute corbels with 
rows of small niches, 
and presumably of 
Persian origin, was 
finally developed 
into a system of ex- 
traordinary intricacy, 
applicable alike to 
the topping of a niche 
or panel, as in the 
great doorways of 
the mosques, and to 
the bracketing out 
of minaret galleries 
(Figs. 81, 8i). Itsap- „u. a,.-»o«jL« o- «AYD BBv, L*,*... 

plications show a be- 
wildering variety of forms and an extraordinary aptitude 
for intricate geometrical design. 

SBCOKATIOir. Geometry, indeed, vied with the love of 
color in its hold on the Arabic taste. Ceiling-beams were 
carved into highly ornamental forms before receiving their 
rich color-decoration of red, green, blue, and gold. The 
doors and the mimber were framed in geometric patterns 
with slender intersecting bars forming complicated star- 
panelling. The voussoirs of arches were cut into curious 
interlocking forms ; doorways and niches were covered with 
Stalactite corbelling, and pavements and wall-incrustations. 
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whether of marble or tiling, combined brilliancy and har- 
mony of color with the perplexing beauty of interlaced 
star-and-poiygon patterns of marvellous intricacy. Stained 
glass added to the interior color-effect, the patterns being 
perforated in plaster, with a bit of colored glass set into 
each perforation — a device not very durable, perhaps, but 
singularly decorative. 

OTHEB, WOBES. Few of the mediaeval Arabic palaces 
have remained to our time. That they were adorned with 
a splendid prodigality appears from contemporary accounts. 
This splendor was interna! rather than external ; the pal- 
ace, like all the larger and richer dwellings in the East, 
surrounded one or more courts, and presented externally 
an almost unbroken wall. The fountain in the chief court, 
the diwdn (a great, vaulted reception-chamber opening 
upon the court and raised slightly above it), the Jdr, or 
men's court, rigidly separated from the hareem for the 
women, were and are universal elements in these great 
dwellings. The more common city-houses show as their 
most striking features successively corbelled-out stories 
and broad wooden eaves, with lattice-screens covering 
single windows, or almost a whole fapade, composed of 
turned work [inaihrabiyya), in designs of great beauty. 

The fountains, gates, and minor works of the Arabs dis- 
play the same beauty in decoration and color, the same 
general forms and details which characterize the larger 
works, but it is impossible here to particularize further 
with regard to them. 

■OSESQUE. Elsewhere in Northern Africa the Arabs pro- 
duced no such important works as in Egj-pt, nor is the 
architecture of the other Moslem states so well preserved or 
so well known. Constructive design would appear to have 
been there even more completely subordinated to decora- 
tion ; tiling and plaster-relief took the place of more archi- 
tectural elements and materials, while horseshoe and cusped 
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arches were substituted for the simpler and more architect- 
ural pointed arch (Fig. 82). The courts of palaces and 

public buildings were 

surrounded by ranges 

of horseshoe arches on 
dcr columns: these 

last being provided with 

capitals of a form rare- 
ly seen in Cairo. Tow- 
were built of much 

more massive design 

than the Cairo mma 

rets, usually with a 

square, almost solid 

shaft and a more open 

lantern at the top, 

sometimes in several 
Jiminishing stories. 
HIBPARO-HOBESQirE. 

The most splendid 

phase of this branch of 

Arabic architecture is 

found not in Africa but 

in Spain, which was 

overrun in 710-713 by 

the Moors, who estab- 
lished there the inde- 
' pendent Khalifate of 

Cordova. This was sit>min£ it^iiiUtt a».i prr/oraird uwk, 

later split up into petty M«<rUk cm^a a-^*. Hii^no-Mmsiw^ caf- 

kingdoms, of which the 

most important were Granada, Seville, Toledo, and Valen- 
This dismemberment of the Khalifate led in time to 
'the loss of these cities, which were one by one recovered 
■;by the Christians during the fourteenth and fifteenth cen- 
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turies ; the capture of Granada, in 1492, finally destroying 
the Moorish rule. 

The dominion of the Moors in Spain was marked by a 
high civilization and an extraordinary activity in building. 
The style they introduced became the national style in the 
regions they occupied, and even after the expulsion of the 
Moors was used in buildings erected by Christians and by 
Jews. The '" House of Pilate," at Seville, is an example of 



,nd the general us 
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of the Moorish style in Jewish 
own day, both in Spain and abroad, 
originated in the erec- 
tion of synagogues for 
the Jews in Spain by 
Moorish artisans and in 
Moorish style, both dur- 
ing and after the period 
of Moslem supremacy. 

Besides innumerable 
mosques, castles, bridg- 
es, aqueducts, gates, and 
fountains, the Moors 
erected several monu- 
ineiits of remarkable 
size and magnificence. 
S]iL-cially worthy of no- 
t M. !■ among them are the 
lin-at Mosque at Cor- 
ilm\i, the Alcazars of 
Seville and Malaga, the 
Giralda at Seville, and 
'""'"■ ' "' ',',,„i',.i'. '" """■'"' '^ the Alhambra at Gra- 
nada. 
I'lie Hosqne at Cordova, begun in 786 by 'Abd-er-Rah- 
man, enlarged in 876, and again by El Mansour in 976, is a 
vast arcaded hall 375 feet x 420 feet in extent, but only 30 
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feet high (Fig. 83). The rich wooden ceiling rests upon sev- 
enteen rows of thirty to ihirly-three columns each, and two 
intersecting rows of piers, all carrying horseshoe arches in 
two superposed ranges, a large portion of those aljout the 
sanctuary being cusped, the others plain, except for the 
alternation of color in the voussoirs. The mihrdb niche is 
particularly rich in its minutely carved incrustations and 
mosaics, and a dome ingeniously formed by intersecting 
ribs covers the sanctuary before it. This form of dome 
occurs frequently in Spain. 

The AlOEiZan at Seville and Malaga, which have been re- 
stored in recent years, present to-day a fairly correct coun- 
terpart of the castle- palaces of the thirteenth century. They 
display the same general conceptions and decorative feat- 
ures as the Alhambra, which they antedate. The Oir&lda 
at Seville is, on the other hand, unique. It is a lofty rectan- 
gular tower, its exterior panelled and covered with a spe- 
cies of quarry-ornament in relief; it terminated originally 
in two or three diminishing stages or lanterns, which were 
replaced in the sixteenth century by the present Renais- 
sance belfry. 

The Alhambra is universally considered to be the mas- 
terpiece of Hispano-Moresque art, partly no doubt on ac- 
count of its excellent preservation. It is most interesting as 
an example of the splendid citadel-palaces built by the Moor- 
ish conquerors, as well as for its gorgeous color-decoration 
of minute quarry-ornament stamped or moulded in the wet 
■ piaster wherever the walls are not wainscoted with tiles. Ii 
was begun in 1248 by Mohammed-ben-Al-Hamar, enlarged 
in 1279 by his successor, and again in 1306, when its 
mosque was built. Its plan (Fig. 84} shows two large courts 
and a smaller one next the mosque, with three great square 
chambers and many of minor importance. Light arcades 
surround the Court of the Lions with its fountain, and 
adorn the ends of the other chief court ; and the stalactite 
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pendentive, rare in Moorish work, appears in the "Hall of 
Ambassadors" and some other parts of the edifice. But 
its chief glory is its ornamentation, less durable, less archi- 
tectural than that of the Cairene buildings, but making up 
for this in delicacy 
and richness. Mi- 
nute vine-patterns 
and Arabic inscrip- 
tions are interwov- 
en with waving in- 
tersecting lines, 
forming a net-like 
framework, to all of 
which deep red, 
blue, black, and gold 
give an indescriba- 
ble richness of ef- 
fect. 

MotfUtic. Siila dlUa Barca; d,d^ Batkl! l.Hall Thc MOOrS alSO 

«/,h. T^^sht,r> ;/,/,/, Hall, /Ik. Triiumai.t, overran Sicily in the 

Hall i/tkt Abtncn^ata. ' 

eighth century, but 
while their architecture there profoundly influenced that 
of the Christians who recovered Sicily in 1090, and copied 
the style of the conquered Moslems, there is too little of 
the original Moorish architecture remaining to claim men- 

SASaARUN. The Sassanian empire, which during the four 
centuries from 226 to 641 a.d. had withstood Rome and 
extended its own sway almost to India, left on Persian soil a 
number of interesting monuments which powerfully influ- 
enced the Mohammedan style of that region. The Sassanian 
buildings appear to have been principally palaces, and were 
all vaulted. With their long barrel -vaulted halls, combined 
with square domical chambers, as in Firouz-Abad and Ser- 
bistan, they exhibit reminiscences of antique Assyrian tra- 
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dition. The ancient Persian use of columns was almost 
entirely abandoned, but doors and windows were still 
treated with the banded frames and cavetto-cornices of 
Persepolis and Susa. The Sassanians employed with these 
exterior details others derived perhaps from Syrian and 
Byzantine sources. A sort of engaged buttress-column 
and blind arches repeated somewhat aimlessly over a whole 
facade were characteristic features ; still more so the huge 
arches, elliptical or horse-shoe shaped, which formed the 
entrances lo these palaces, as in the Tak-Kesra at Ctesiphon, 
Ornamental details of a debased Roman type appear, min- 
gled with more gracefully flowing leaf-patterns resembling 
early Christian Syrian carving. The last great monument 
of this style was the palace at Mashita in Muab, begun by 
the last Chosroes (627), but never finished, an imposing and 
richly ornamented structure about 500 x 170 feet, occupy- 
ing the centre of a great court. 

FEBBIAR-HOSLEH AOCHITECTITBE. These Sassanian pal- 
aces must have strongly inlUieiiced Persian architecture 
after the Arab conquest in 641. For although the ar- 
chitecture of the first six centuries after that date suf- 
fered almost absolute extinction at the hands of the Mon- 
gols under Genghis Khan, the traces of Sassanian influence 
are still perceptible in the monuments that rose in the fol- 
lowing centuries. The dome and vault, the colossal por- 
tal-arches, and the use of brick and tile are evidences of 
this influence, bearing no resemblance to Byzantine or 
Arabic types. The Moslem monuments of Persia, so far as 
-their dates can be ascertained, are all subsequent to laoo, 
unless tradition is correct in assigning to the time of 
Haroun Ar Rashid {7S6) certain curious tombs near Bag- 
dad with singular pyramidal roofs. The ruined mosque at 
Tabriz (1300), and the beautiful domical Tomb at Bultani- 
f*^ ('3'3) belong to the Mogul period. They show all 
the essential features of the later architecture of the Suiis 
10 
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(1499-1694), during whose dynastic period were built the still 
more splendid and more celebrated Heidan or square, the 
great mosque of Mesjid Shah, the Bazaar and the College or 
Medress of Hussein Shah, all at Ispahan, and many other 
important monuments at Ispahan, Bagdad, and Teheran. 
In these structures four elements especially claim atten- 
tion ; the pointed bulbous dome, the round minaret, the 
portal-arch rising above the adjacent portions of the build- 
ing, and the use of enamelled terra-cotta tiles as an exter- 
nal decoration. To these may be added the ogee arch 
(d^cr ^; double-reversed curve), as an occasional feature. 
The vaulting is most ingenious and beautiful, and its forms, 
whether executed in brick or in plaster, are sufficiently va- 
ried without resort to the perplexing complications of 
stalactite work. In Persian decoration -the most striking 
qualities are the harmony of blended color, broken up into 
minute patterns and more subdued in tone than in the 
Hispano-Moresque, and the preference of flowing lines and 
flora! ornament to the geometric puzzles of Arabic design. 
Persian architecture influenced both Turkish and Indo- 
Moslera art, which owe to it a large part of their decorative 

Drso-HOaLEK. The Mohammedan architecture of India is 
so distinct from all the native Indian styles and so related 
to the art of Persia, if not to that of the Arabs, that it prop- 
erly belongs here rather than in the later chapter on Orien- 
tal styles. It was in the eleventh century that the states 
of India first began to fail before Mohammedan invaders, 
but not until the end of (he fifteenth century thai the great 
Mogul dynasty was established in Hindostan as the domi- 
nant power. During the intervening period local schools 
of Moslem architecture were developing in the Pathan 
country of Northern India {i 193-1554), in Jaunpore and 
Gujerat {1396-1572), in Scinde, where Persian influence pre- 
dominated ; in Kalburgah and Bidar (1347-1416). These 
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schools differed considerably in spirit and detail ; but un- 
der the Moguls (1494-1706) there was less diversity, and 
to this dynasty we owe many of the most magnificent 
mosques and tombs of India, among which those of Bijapur 
retain a marked and distinct style of their own. 

The Mohammedan monuments of India are characterized 
by a grandeur and amplitude of disposition, a symmetry 
and monumental dignity of design which distinguishes 
them widely from the 
picturesque but some- 
times trivial buildings 
of the Arabs and Moors. 
Less dependent on col- 
or than the Moorish or 
Persian structures, they 
are usually built of mar- 
ble, or of marble and 
sandstone, giving them 
an air of permanence 
and solidity wanting in 
other Moslem styles ex- 
cept the Turkish. The 
dome, the round mina- 
ret, the pointed arch, and the colossal portal-arch, are uni. 
versal, as in Persia, and enamelled tiles are also used, but 
chiefly for interior decoration. Externally the more digni- 
fied if less resplendent decoration of surface carving is 
used, in patterns of minute and graceful scrolls, leaf forms, 
and Arabic inscriptions covering large surfaces. The Arabic 
stalactite pendentive star-panelling and geometrical inter- 
face are rarely if ever seen. The dome on the square 
plan is almost universal, hut neither the Byzantine nor the 
Arabic pendentive is used, striking and original combina- . 
tions of vaulting surfaces, of corner squinches, of corbel- 
ling and ribs, being used in its place. Many of the ra.\.\\?,.-Q. 
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domes and arches at Dellii, Ajmtr, Ahmedabad, Shepree, 
etc., are built in horizontal or corbelled courses supported 
on slender columns, and exert no thrust at all, so that 
they are vaults only in form, like the dome of the Tholos 
of Atreus {Fig. 24). The most imposing and original of 
all Indian domes are those of the Jnnuna HuBJid and of the 
Tomb of Hahmnd, both at Bijapur, the latter xs^ feet in 
span (Fig. 85). These two monuments, indeed, with the 
Mogul Taj Mahal at Agra, not only deserve the first rank 
among Indian monuments, but in constructive science 
combined with noble proportions and exquisite beauty 
are hardly, if at all, surpassed by the greatest triumphs 
of western art. The Indo-Moslem architects, moreover, 
especially those of the Mogul period, excelled in providing 
artistic settings for their monuments. Immense platforms, 
superb courts, imposing flights of steps, noble gateways, 
minarets to mark the angles of enclosures, and landscape 
gardening of a high order, enhance greatly the effect of 
the great mosques, tombs, and palaces of Agra, Delhi, Fut- 
tehpore Sikhri, Allahabad, Secundra, etc. 



The most notable 
HoHqne of Akbar (1556-1 
tomb of that sultan at Sec 
habad ; the Pearl MoBqne ai 

Delhi, one of the largest a 



lents of the Moguls are the 
605) at Futtehpore Sikhri, the 
indra, and his palace at Alla- 
Agra and the Jnmma Kusjid at 
id noblest of Indian mosques, 
both built by Shah Jehan about 1650 ; his immense but 
now ruined palace in the same city ; and finally the un- 
rivalled mausoleum, the Taj H&Iial at Agra, built during 
his lifetime as a festal hall, to serve as his tomb after 
dea^h (Fig. S6). This last is the pear! of Indian architec- 
ture, though it is said to have been designed by a European 
architect, French or Italian, It is awhile marble structure 
185 feet square, centred in a court 313 feet square, forming 
a platform 18 feet high. The corners of this court are 
marked by elegant minarets, and the whole is dominated by 
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the exquisite white marble dome, 58 feet in diameter, 80 
feet high, internally rising over four domical corner chapels, 
and covered externally by a lofty marble bulb-dome on a 
high drum. The rich materials, beautiful execution, and ex- 
quisite inlaying of this mausoleum are worthy of its majes- 



I 




tic design. On the whole, in the architecture of the Mo- 
guls in Bijapur, Agra, and Delhi, Mohammedan architecture 
reaches its highest expression in the totality and balance 
of its qualities of construction, composition, detail, orna- 
ment, and settings. The later monuments show the decline 
of the style, and though often rich and imposing, are lack- 
ing in refinement and originality, 

TITBKIBH. The Ottoman Turks, who began their conquer- 
ing career under Osman I. in Biihynia in 1299, had ^ot a. 
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century been occupying the fairest portions of the Byzan- 
tine empire when, in 1453, they became masters of Constan- 
tinople. Hagia Sophia was at once occupied as their chief 
mosque, and such of the other churches as were spared, 
were divided between the victors and the vanquished. 
The conqueror, Mehmet 11,, at the same time set about the 
building of a new mosque, entrusting the design to a By- 
zantine, Christodoulos, whom he directed to reproduce, 
with some modifications, the design of the " Great Church " 
— Hagia Sopliia, The type thus officially adopted lias 
ever since remained the controlling model of Turkish 
mosque design, so far, at least, as general plan and con- 
structive principles are concerned. Thus the conquer- 
ing Turks, educated by a century of study and imita- 
tion of Byzantine models in Brusa, Nicomedia, Smyrna, 
Adrianople, and other cities earlier subjugated, did what 
the Byzantines had, during nine centuries, failed to do. 
The noble idea first expressed by Anthemius and Isidorus 
in the Church of Hagia Sophia had remained undevel- 
oped, unimitated by later architects. It was the Turk 
who first seized upon its possibilities, and developed there- 
from a style of architecture less sumptuous in color and 
decoration than the sister styles of Persia, Cairo, or India, 
but of great nobility and dignity, notwithstanding. The 
low-curved dome with its crown of buttressed windows, the 
plain spherical pendentives, the great apses at each end, 
covered by half-domes and penetrated by smaller niches, 
the four massive piers with their projecting buttress- masses 
extending across the broad lateral aisles, the narthes and 
the arcaded atrium in front — all these appear in the great 
Turkish mosques of Constantinople. In the Conqueror's 
mosque, however, two apses with half-domes replace the 
lateral galleries and clearstory of Hagia Sophia, making 
a perfectly quadripartite plan, destitute of the emphasis 
and significance of a plan drawn on one main axis (Fig. 87). 
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The sume treatment occurs in the mosque <i( Ahnitil 1., 
the Ahmediyeh {t6o8 ; Fig. 88), and the Teiii Djami {"New 
Mosque ") at the purl (1665), In the mosque of Osman IIL 
(1755) the reverse change was effected ; the mosque has no 
great apses, four clearstories filling the four arches under the 
dome, as also in several of the later and smaller mosques. 
The greatest and noblest of the Turkish mosques, the 
Snletmaniyeli, built in 1553 by Soliman the Magnificent, re- 
turned to the Byzantine combination of two half-domes 
with two clearstories (Fig. 89). 

In none of these monuments is there the internal magnif- 
icence of marble and 
mosaic of the Byzan- 
tine churches. These 
are only in a measure 
replaced by Persian 
tile-wainscoting and 
stained - glass w i n - 
dows of the Arabic 
type. The division 
into stories and the 
treatment of scale 
are less well man- na. Sj.— Mos^it. of m«km«t ».. toNBTAMTiNofut 
aged than in the Ha- '''"*''■ 

? (The dimtmiPM llgor«l in m«r».» 

gia Sophia ; on the 

other hand, the proportion of height to width is generally 
admirable. The exterior treatment is unique and effect- 
ive, far superior to the Byzantine practice. The massing of 
domes and half-domes and roofs is more artistically ar- 
ranged ; and while there is little of that minute carved de- 
tail found in Egypt and India, the composition of the lat- 
eral arcades, the simple but impressive domical peristyles 
of the courts, and the graceful forms of the pointed arches, 
with alternating voussoirs of white and black marble, are 
artistic in a high degree. The minarets are, hQ'Ke,NC'c,''«v- 
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ferior to those of Indian, Persian, and Arabic art, though 
graceful in their proportions. 

Nearly all the great mosques are accompanied by the 
domical tombs {turbeJi) of their imperial founders. Some of 
these are of noble size and great beauty of proportion and 
decoration. The Tomb of Boxelana (Khourrem), the fa- 





vorite wife of Soliman the Magnificent {1553), is the most 
beautiful of all, and perhaps the most perfect gem of Turk- 
ish architecture, with its elegant arcade surrounding the 
octagonal domical mausoleum-chamber. The monumental 
foantains of Constantinople also deserve mention. Of 
these, the one erected by .\hmet III. {1710), near Hagia 
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Sophia, is the most beautiful. They usually consist of a 
rectangular marble reservoir with pagoda-like roof and 
broad eaves, llie four faces of the fountain adorned each 
with a niche and ba- 
sin, and covered with 
relief carving and 
gilded inscriptions. 

PALACES. In this 
department the 
Turks havedone little 
of importance. The 
buildings in the Se- 
raglio gardens are 
low and insignificant. 
The Tchinli Eiosq^ne, 
now the Imperial Mu- 
seum, is however, a 
simple but graceful 
two-storied edifice, 
consisting of four 
vaulted chambers in 
the angles of a fine 
cruciform hall, w i th '""■■ ^'-"'■^^•"■■' "' si.LKiti*nn««. coKSTwrn- 
domes treated like 

those of Bijapur on a small scale ; the tiling and the veranda 
in front are particularly elegant ; the design suggests Per- 
sian handiwork. The later palaces, designed by Armenians, 
are picturesque white marble and stucco buildings on the 
water's edge ; they possess richly decorated halls, but the 
details are of .a debased European rococo style, quite un- 
worthy of an Oriental monarch. 
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HOHinCEHTS, Arabian : ' ' Mosque of Omar," or Dome of the Rock, 
638 ; El Aksah, by 'Abd-el-Melelt.Ggi, bolh at Jerusalem ; Mosque 'Amroil 
at Cairo, 643 ; mostjues at Cyrene, O65 ; great mosque of KI WiIU.Ul 
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icua, 705-717, Bagdad built, 755. Greatmosque at Kairoufln, 737. At 
Cairo, IbnTouloun. 876; Cama-El-Azhar, 971 ; Barkouk, 1149 ; "Tombs 
of Khallfs " (Karafah), 12^0-1400; Morislan Kalauun, 1284 ; Mcdresseh 
SulUn Hassan. 1356 ; Kl Azhar enlarged ; El Mlkyed, 1415 ; Kald Uey. 
1463 ; Sinan Pacha, 1468 ; " Tombs of Mamelukes," j6th cenluiy. Also 
palaces, baths, tountains, mosques, and totnbs. Moresque : Mosque at Sa- 
ragossB, 713 ; mosque and arsenal at Tunis, 741 ; great mosque at Cordova, 
786, 876, 975 ; sanctuary, 14th century. Mosques, baths, etc, . at Cordova, 
Tarragona, Segovia. Toledo, 960-gSo ; mosque of Sobeihuat Cordova, 981. 
Palaces and mosques at Fei ; great mosque at Seville, 1171. Extensive 
building in Morocco close of 12th century. Giralda at Seville, 1160 ; Al- 

irs in Malaga and Seville, 122J-1300 ; Alhambra and Generalife at 
Granada, 1243, ]27g. 1306 : also mosques, baths, etc. Vussuf builds pal- 
ace at Malaga, 134S ; palaces at Granada. Persian ; Tombs near Bag- 
dad, 786 (?) ; mosque at Tabriz, 1300 ; tomb of Khodabendeh at Sullanj- 
yeh, 1313 ; Meidan Shah (square) and Mesjid Shah (mosque) at Ispahan, 
17th cenluiy: Medrcsseh (school) of Sultan Hussein, l3th century; 
palaces of Chehil Soutoun (forty columns) and Aineh Khaneh (Palace of 
Mirrors). Baths, tombs, bazaars, etc., at Cashan, Koum, Kasmin, etc 
Aminabad Caravanserai between Shirai and Ispahan ; bazaar at Ispahan. 

INDIAN: Mosque and " Kulub Minar" (lower) n'r, laoo ; Tomb o( 
Allumsh, 1236 : mosque at Ajmir. I3I 1-1336 ; tomb at Old Delhi ; Adina 
Mosque, Maldah. 1358. Mosques Jumma Musjid and Lai Durwaza at 
Jaunpore, first half of 15th century. Mosque and bazaar, Kalburgah, 
I43S (?) Mosques at Ahmedabad and Sirkedj. middle 15th century. 
Mosque Jumma Musjid and Tomb of Mahmdd, Bijapur, dr. 1550. Tomb 
of Humaylln. Delhi ; of Mohammed Ghaus, Gwalior ; mosque at Futteh- 
pore Sikhri ; palace at Allahabad ; tomb of Akbar at .Secundra, all by Ak- 
bar, 1556-1605. Palace and Jumma Musjid al Delhi ; Muti Musjid (Pearl 
mosque) and Taj Mahal at Agra, by Shah Jehan, 1&28-1658. 

Turkish; Tomb ot Osman, Brusa, 1326; Green Mosque (Veshil 
Djami) Bni.fa, n'r. 1350. Mosque al Isnik (Nicica), 1376. Mehmediyeh 
(mosque Mehmet II.) Constantinople, 1453; mosque at Eyoub ; Tchinii 
Kiosque, by Mehmet 11., [450-60; mosque Itayazid, 1500 ; Selim I.. 1520 ; 
Sulcimaniyeh, by Sinan, 1553 ; AhmediyehbyAhmet I., i5o8 ; Veni Djami, 
1665 ; Nouri Osman, by Osman III,, 1755 ; mosque Mohammed All in 
Cairo, 1S24. Mosque at Adrianople. Khans, cloistered courts for public 
business and commercial lodgers, various dates, 16th and I7lh centuries 
(Valide Khan, Vizir Khan), vBUlted bazaaiB, fountains, Seraskieiat 
Tower, all at Constantinople. 



CHAPTER Xm. 

EARLY MEDIEVAL ARCHITECTURE 

IN ITALY AND FRANCE. 

Books Recommended ; Cattaneo, L' Architecture en ItcUie. 
Chapuy, Le mayen age monumental. Coiroyer, Architecture 
rnrnanr. Cummings, A History of Architecture in Italy. En- 
lart, Manuel d'archSologie franfmse. Hfibsch, Mffnumenis de 
Parehiiecfure chrititnne. Knight, Churches of Northern Italy. 
\jsaa\x. Architecture monastique. O&isa, Bauwerke in der Lom- 
bardei. Quicherat, Mt/anges d'histaire et d'archSologie. Rebw, 
History of Mediieval Architecture. ^iyoW, Architecture romane 
du midi de la France. Rohault de Fleury, Monuments de 
Pise. Sharpe, Churches of Charente. De Veroeilh, L' Archi- 
tecture byzantine en France. Viollet-le-Duc, Dictionnaire 
raisanni de I' architecture fraitfaise (especially in Vol, I,, 
Architecture religieuse) ; Discourses on Architecture, 

EAELT KEDLETAL EOBOPB. The fall of the Western Em- 
pire in 476 A. II, marked the beginning of a new era in 
architecture outside of the Byzantine Empire. The so- 
called Dark Ages which followed this event constituted 
the formative period of the new Western civilization, dur- 
ing which the Celtic and Germanic races were being Chris- 
tianized and subjected to the authority and to the edu- 
cative influences of the Church. Under these conditions a 
new architecture was developed, founded upon the tradi- 
tions of the early Christian builders, modified in different 
regions by Roman or Byzantine influences. For Rome re- 
covered early her antique prestige, and Roman monuments 
covering the soil of Southern Europe, were a constant ob- 
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ject lesson to the builders of that time. To tliis new archi- 
tecture of the West, which in the teiiiii and eleventh 
centuries first began to achieve worthy and monumental 
results, the generic name of Romanesque has been com- 
monly given, in spite of the great diversity of its manifesta- 
tions in different countries, 

OEAKACTEB OF THE &BOHITECIUEE, Romanesque archi- 
tecture was pre-eminently ecclesiastical. Civilization and 
culture emanated from the Church, and her requirements 
and discipliue gave form to the builder's art. But the 
basilican style, which had so well served her purposes in 
the earlier centuries and on classic soil, was ill-suited to 
the new conditions. Corinthian columns, marble incrusta- 
tions, and splendid mosaics were not to be had fur the ask- 
ing in the forests of Gaul or Germany, nor could the Lom- 
bards and Ostrogoths in Italy or their descendants repro- 
duce them. The basilican style was complete in itself, 
possessing no seeds of further growth. The priests and 
monks of Italy and Western Europe sought to rear with 
unskilled labor churches of stone in which the general dis- 
positions of the basilica should reappear in simpler, more 
massive dress, and, as far as possible, in a fireproof con- 
struction with vaults of stone. This problem underlies 
all the varied phases of Romanesque architecture ; its final 
solution was not, however, reached until the Gothic period, 
to which the Romanesque forms the transition and step- 
pintr-Rtone, 

HEQISVAL ITALY. Italy in the Dark Ages stood midway 
between the civilization of the Eastern Empire and the 
semi-barbarism of the West, Rome, Ravenna, and Venice 
early became centres of culture and maintained continu- 
ous commercial relations with the East, Architecture did 
not lack either the inspiration or the means for advancing 
on new lines. But its advance was by no means the same 
everywhere. The unifying influence of the church was 
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counterbalanced by the provincialism and the local diversi- 
ties of the various Italian states, resulting in a wide variety 
of styles. These, however, may be broadly grouped in four 
isions : the Lombard, the Tuscan - KomaueBque, the 
Italo-Byzantisfii and the unchanged Basilican or Early 
Christian, which last, as was shown in Chapter X., contin- 
ued to be practised in Rome throughout the Middle Ages. 
lOKBAED STYLS. Owing to the general rebuilding of an- 
cient churches under the more settled social conditions of 
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the eleventh and twelfth centuries, little remains to us of 
the architecture of the three preceding centuries in Italy, 
except the Roman basilicas and a few baptisteries and cir- 
cular churches, already mentioned in Chapter X. The so- 
called Lombard monuments belong mainly to the eleventh 
and twelfth centuries. They are found not only in Lom- 
bardy, but also in Venetia and the -'Kmilia. Milan. Pavla, 
Piacenza, Bologna, and Verona were important centres of 
development of this style. The churches were nearly all 
vaulted, but the plans were basilican, with such variations 
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as resulted from efforts to meet the exigencies of vaulted 
construction. 



A 



The nave was narrowed, and instead of 
rows of columns carrying a thin clearstory 
wall, a few massive piers of masonry, con- 
nected by broad pier-arches, supported the 
heavy ribs of the groined vaulting, as in S. 
Ambrogio, Milan (Fig. 90). To resist the 
thrust of the main vault, the clearstory was 
sometimes suppressed, the side aisle carried 
up in two stories forming galleries, and rows 
of chapels added at the sides, their partitions 
forming buttresses. The piers were often 
of clustered section, the better to receive 
the various arches and ribs they supported. 
The vaulting was in 
square divisions 
or vaulting-bays, each 
embracing two pier- 
arches which met up- 
on an intermediate 
pier lighter than the 
others. Thus the 
whole aspect of the in- 
ii^rior wus revolution- 
\7.<iA. The lightness, 
spaciousness, and 
decorative elegance 
of the basilicas were 
Iiore exchanged for a 
■umbre and massive 
i;Lfiniiy severe in its 
plainness. Thechoir 
DIAL, MALiHiA. ^g^g sometlmcs raised 

afew feet above the nave, to allow of a crypt and eonfessio be- 
oeath, reached by broad flights of steps from the nave. Sta 
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Muria della Pieve at Arezzo (gth-iith century), 8, BUchela 
tt Pavia (iate nth century), the Cathedral of Place ozft 
(1122), 8. Ambropo at Milan (wth century), and 8. Zeno at 

Verona (1139) are notable nionumenls of this style. 

LOHBABJ) EXTEaiDKB. The few architectural embeilish- 
ments employed on the simple exteriors of the Lombard 

irches Were usually effective and well composed. Slen- 
der columneties or long pilasters, blind arcades, and open 
arcaded galleries under the eaves gave light and shade to 
these exteriors. The (afades were mere frontispieces with 
a single broad gable, the three aisles of the church being 
merely suggested by fiat or round pilasters dividing the 
front (Fig 91), Gabled porches, with columns resting on 
the backs of lions or monsters, adorned the doorways. 
The carving was often of a fierce and grotesque character. 
Detached bdl-towers or (itinpaniUs adjoined many of these 
churches ; square and simple in mass, but with well-dis- 
tributed openings and well-proportioned belfries (Piacenza 
S. Zeno at Verona, etc.).* 

THE iTrBCAN EOMAHESanE. The churches of this style 
(i^ometimes called the Pisan) were less vigorous but more 
elegant and artistic in design than the Lombard, They 
were basilicas in plan, with timber ceilings and high clear- 
stories on columnar arcades. In their decoration, both in- 
ternal and external, they betray the influence of Byzantine 
traditions, especially in the use of white and colored marble 
in alternating bands or in panelled veneering. Still more 
striking is the external decorative application of wall-ar- 
cades, sometimes occupying the whole height of the wall 
and carried on flat pilasters, sometimes in superposed Stages 
of small arches on slender columns standing free of the 
wall. In general the decorative element prevailed over the 
constructive in the design of these picturesquely beautiful 
churches, some of which are of noble size, The Dnomo 
(cathedral) of Pisa, built 1063-1118, \% the finest monument 
* Si-e A))jieiidix H, 
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of the style (Figs. 92,93). It is 312 feet long and 118 
wide, with long transepts and an elliptical dome of later 
date over the crossing (the intersection of nave and tran- 
septs). Its richly arcaded front and banded flanks strik- 
ingly exemplify the illogical and unconstructive but highly 
decorative methods of the Tuscan Romanesque builders 
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The circular BaptirtBry (1133), with Its lofty domical cen- 
tral hall surrounded by an aisle, an imposing development 
of the type established by Constantine (p. iii), and the 
famous Leaning Tower (1174), both designed with external 
arcading, combine with the Duonio to form the most re- 
markable group of ecclesiastical buildings in Italy, if not in 
Europe (Fig. 92). 
The same style appears in more flamboyant shape in 
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some of the churches of Lucca. The cathedral S. Martino 
(1060; fapade, 1204 ; nave altered in fourteenth century) is 
the finest and largest of these; 8. Hioliele {fapade, 1288) 
and S. Frediano {twelfth century) have the most elaborately 
decorated faf ades. The same principles of design appear in 
the cathedral and several other churches in Pistoia and Prato; 
but these belong, for the most part, to the Gothic period 
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7L0AEN0E. The church of 8. Kiniato, in the suburbs of 
Florence, is a beautiful example of a modificatiun of the 
an style. It is in plan a basilica with two piers inter- 
rupting the colonnade on each side of the nave and sup- 
porting powerful transverse arches. The interior is embel- 
lished with bands and patterns in black and white, and the 
woodwork of the open-limber roof is elegantly decorated 
with fine patterns in red, green, blue, and gold — a treatment 
common in early medrieval churches, as at Messina, Or- 
vieto, etc. The exterior is adorned with wall-arches o( 
U 
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classic design and with panelled veneering in white and 
dark marble, instead of the horizontal bands of the Pisan 
churches. This system of external decoration, a blending 
of Pisan and Italo-Byzantine methods, became the estab- 
lished practice in Florence, lasting through the whole 
Gothic period. The Baptistery of Florence, originally the 
cathedral, an imposing polygonal domical edifice of the tenth 
century, presents externally one of the most admirable 
examples of this practice. Its marble veneering in black 
and white, with pilasters and arches of excellent design, is 
attributed by Vasari to Amolfo di Cambio, but is by many 
considered to be much older, although restored by that 
architect in 1294. 

Suggestions of the Pisan arcade system are found in 
widely scattered examples in the east and south of Italy, 
mingled with features of Lombard and Byzantine design. 
In Apulia, as at Bari, Caserta Vecchia (uoo), Molfetta 
(1192), and in Sicily, the Byzantine influence is conspic- 
uous in the use of domes and in many of the decorative de- 
tails. Particularly is this the case at Palermo and Mon- 
reale, where the churches erected after the Norman con- 
quest — some of them domical, some basilican — show a 
strange but picturesque and beautiful mixture of Roman- 
esque, Byzantine, and Arabic forms. The Cathedral of 
Honreale and the churches of the Eremiti and La Uartorana 
at Palermo are the most important. 

The Italo-Byzantine style has already found mention in 
the latter part of Chapter XI. Venice and Ravenna were 
its chief centres ; while the influence, both of the parent 
style and of its Italian offshoot was, as we have just shown, 
very widespread. 

WEBTEBir BOHAKESQtlE ABGHITECTITBE. In Western Eu- 
rope the unrest and lawlessness which attended the un- 
settled relations of society under the feudal system long 
retarded the establishment of that social order without 
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which architectural progress is impossible. Wilh the 
eleventh century there began, however, a great activity in 
building, principally among the monasteries, which repre- 
sented all that there was of culture and stability amid the 
prevailing disorder. Undisturbed by war, the only abodes 
of peaceful labor, learning, and piety, they had become rich 
and powerful, both Jn men and land. Probably the more or 
less general apprehension of the supposed impending end 
of the world in the year 1000 contributed to this result by 
driving unquiet consciences to seek refuge in the monas- 
teries, or to endow them richly. 

The monastic builders, with littie technical training, but 
with plenty of willing hands, sought out new architect- 
ural paths to meet their special needs. Remote from classic 
and Byzantine models, and mainly dependent on their own 
resources, they often failed to realize the intended results. 
But skill came with experience, and with advancing civiliza- 
tion and a surer mastery of construction came a finer taste 
and greater elegance of design. Meanwhile military archi- 
tecture developed a new science of building, and covered 
Europe with imposing castles, admirably constructed and 
often artistic in design as far as military exigencies would 

CEABACTEH 07 THE BTTLE. The Romanesque architecture 

of the eleventh and twelfth centuries in Western Europe 
(sometimes called the Soiud- Arched Ootliio} was thus pre- 
dominantly though not exclusively monastic. This gave it 
a certain unity of character in spite of national and local 
variations. The problem which the wealthy orders set 
themselves was, like that of the Lombard church-builders 
in Italy, to adapt the basilica plan to the exigencies of 
vaulted construction. Massive walls, round arches stepped 
or recessed to lighten their appearance, heavy mouldings 
richly carved, clustered piers and jamb-shafts, capitals 
either of the cushion type or imitated from the CoT\xv'ODSaa^ 
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and strong and effective carving — all these are features 
alike of French, German, English, and Spanish Romanesque 
architecture. 

THE FBEICH BOXANZSaUE. Though monasticism pro- 
duced remarkable results in France, architecture there did 
not wholly depend upon the monasteries. Southern Gaul 
(Provence) was full of classic remains and classic traditions 
while at the same time it maintained close trade relations 
with Venice and the East.* The church of St Front at 
Pcrigueux, built in 1120, reproduced the plan of St. Mark's 
with singular fidelity, but without its rich decoration, and 
with pointed instead of round arches (Figs. 94, 95). The 
domical cathedral of CEillon(io5o-i too), an obvious imitation 
of S. Irene at Constantinople, 
and the later and more Gothic 
Cathedral of Angoal6me display 
a notable advance in architec- 
tural skill outside of the mon- 
asteries. Among the abbeys, 
FontevraBlt (1101-1119) closely 
resembles .\ngouleme, but sur- 
passes it in the elegance of its 
choir and chapels. In these 
and a number of other domical 
churches of the same Franco- 
Byzantine type in Aquitania, Ibe 
substitution of the Latin cross 
in the plan for the Greek cross 
no, 94.— n,«H OF ST. FunNT. used in St. Front, evinces the 
Gallic tendency to work out to their logical end oew 
ideas or new applicalions of old ones. These striking 
variations on Byzantine themes might have developed 
into an independent local style but for the overwhelming 
• Sec Violiet-le-Dut, Diiliomiairt raiiaitn^, article Abciiitectuke, voL 
L, pp. 60 c/ ii^.; alSQ dc Verocilh, V Architeclure ty:atttiiie eii Frame. 
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tide of Gothic influence which later poured in from the 

North. 

Meanwhile, farther south (at Aries, Avignon, etc.), classic 
models strongly influenced the details, if not the plans, of 
an interesting series of 
churches remarlcable es- 
pecially for theirporchts 
rich with figure sculpt- 
ure and for their elab- 
orately carved details. 
The classic archivolt, 
the Corinthian capital, 
the Roman forms of en- 
riched mouldings, are 
evident at a glance in 
the porches of Notre 
Dame des Doms at Avig- 
non, of the church of St. 
Gilles, and of St. Tro- 
phime at .^rles. 

DETBLOPKEITT OS 

VATTLTme. It was in ,,^ -IBTSWOt- OF ST FBOKT rBRlCUEUX. 

Central France, and 

mainly along the Loire, that the systematic development 
if vaulted church architecture began. Naves covered 
vith barrel-vaults appear in a number of large churches 
built during the eleventh and twelfth centuries, with ap- 
sida! and transeptal chapels and aisles carried around the 
;, as in St. Ktienne, Nevers, Hotre Tame du Port at Cler- 
mont-Ferrand (Fig. 96), and St Paul at Issoire. The thrust 
of these ponderous vaults was clumsily resisted by half- 
barrel vaults over the side-aisles, transmitting the strain to 
massive side-walls {Fig. 97), or by high side-aisles with trans- 
verse barrel or groined vaults over each bay. In either 
case the clearstory was suppressed — a fact which niat'L«e.A 
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little in the sunny southern provinces. In the more cloudy 
North, in Normandy, Picardy, and the Royal Domain, the 
nave-vauh was raised higher to admit of 
clearstory windows, and its section was in 
some cases made like a pointed arch, to 
diminish its thrust, as at AntniL But these 
eleventh-century vaults nearly all fell in, 
and had to be reconstructed on new prin- 
ciples, In this work the CUmisians seem 
to have led the way, as at Clany (loSg) and 
V&elay (iioo). In the latter church, one of 
the finest and rtiost interesting French edi- 
fices of the twelfth century, a groined vault 
replaced the barrel-vault, though the ob- no. g6.— plan of 
long plan of the vaulting-bays, due to the ""trb hamb pu fobt, 
nave being wider than the pier-arches, led 
to somewhat awkward twisted surfaces in the vaulting. 
But even here the vaults had insufficient lateral buttressing, 
and began to crack and set- 
tle ; so that in the great 
ante - chapel, built thirty 
years later, the side-aisles 
were made in two stories, 
the better to resist the 
thrust, and the groined 
vaults themselves were 
constructed of pointed sec- 
tion. These seem to be the 
earliest pointed groined 
vaults in France. It was 
not till the second half 
of that century, howe^ 
(1150-1200), that the flying 




buttress was combined with such vaults, so as to permit of 
high clearstories for_yie better lighting of the nave ; and 
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the problem of satisfactorily vaulting an obiong space with 
a groined vault was not solved until the following century. 

OHE-AISLED CHUKCHES. In the Franco-Byzantine churches 
already cicscrihed (p. 164) this difficulty of the oblong 
vaulting-bay did not occur, owing to the absence of side- 
aisles and pier-arches. Following this conception of church- 
planning, a number of interesting parish churches and a few 
cathedrals were built in various parts of France in which 
side-recesses or chapels took Che place of Side-aisles. The 
partitions separating them served as abutments for the 
ined or barrel-vaults of the nave. The cathedrals of 
Asttu (1150) and L&n^ea (1160), and in the fourteenth 
century that of Alby, employed this arrangement, common in 
many earlier Provenfal churches which have disappeared. 

SIZ-FABI TATTLTING. In the Royal Domain great archi- 
tectural activity does not appear to have begun until the 
beginning of the Gothic 
period in the middle of 
the twelfth century. But 

, Normandy, and es- 
pecially at Caen and 
Mont St. Michel, there 
were produced, between 
046 and 1 1 zo, some re- 
markable churches, in 
which a high clearstory 
was secured in conjunc- 
tion with avaulted nave, 
by the use of " six-part " 
vaulting (Fig. 98). This 
was an awkward expe- 
dient, by which a square 
vaulting-bay was divid- 
ed into six parts by the groins and by a middle trans- 
verse rib, necessitalhig two narrow skew vaults meetla^a.*. 




rilUdtubliaix) : h.t. 
[jb( ore leflilclrclei.) 
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the centre. This unsatisfactory device was retained for 
over a century, and was common in early Gothic churches 
both in France and Great Britain. It made it possible to re- 
sist the thrust by high side-aisles, and yet lo open windows 
above these under the cross-vaults. The abbey churches 
of St. Etienne (the .\bbaye aux Homines) and Ste. TriaiU 
(Abbaye aux Dames), al Caen, built in the time of WiUiam 
the Conqueror, were among the most magnificent churches 
of their time, both in size and in the excellence and ingenu- 
ity of their construction. The great abbey church of 
Koat St. Hichfll (much altered in later times) should also 
be mentioned here. At the same time these and other 
Norman churches showed a great advance in their interna! 
composition. A well-developed triforium or subordinate 
gallery was introduced between the pier-arches and clear- 
story, and all the structural membering of the edifice was 
better proportioned and more logically expressed than in 
most contemporary work. 

AjtCHiTECTUEAL DETAILS. The details of French Roman- 
esque architecture varied considerably in the several prov- 
inces, according as classic, Byzantine, or local influences 
prevailed. Except in a few of the Aquitanian churches, 
the round arch was universal. The walls were heavy and 
built of rubble between facings of stones of moderate size 
* dressed with the axe. Windows and doors were widely 
splayed to diminish the obstruction of the massive walls, 
and were treated with jamb -shafts and recessed arches. 
These were usually formed with large cylindrical mould- 
ings, richly carved with leaf ornaments, zigzags, billets, and 
grotesques. Figure-sculpture was more generally used in the 
South than in Che North. The interior piers were some- 
times cylindrical, but more often clustered, and where square 
baysof four-part or six-part vaulting were employed, the piers 
were alternately lighter and heavier. Each shaft had its 
dependent capital either of the block type or of a form re- 
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scmbling somewhat that of the Corinthian order. During 
ihe eleventh century it became customary to carry up to the 
main vaulting one or more shafts of the compound pier to 
support the vaulting ribs. Thus the division of the nave 
into Aflvj was accentuated, while at the same time the hori- 
zontal three-fold division of the height by a well-defined tri- 
forium between the pier-arches and clearstory began to be 
likewise emphasized. 

VADLTINB. The vaulting was also divided into bays by 
transverse ribs, and where it was groined the groins them- 
selves began in the twelfth century to be marked by groin- 
ribs. These were constructed independently of the vault- 
ing, and the four or six compartments of each vaulting-bay 
were then built in, the ribs serving, in part at least, to sup- 
port the centrings for this purpose. This far-reaching 
principle, already applied by the Romans in their concrete 
vaults (see p. 84), appears as a re-discovery, or rather an 
independent invention, of the builders of Normandy at the 
close of the eleventh century. The flying buttress was 
a later invention ; in the round-arched buildings of the 
eleventh and twelfth centuries the buttressing was mainly 
internal, and was incomplete and timid in its arrangement. 

EZIERIDBB. The exteriors were on this account plain 
and flat. The windows were small, the mouldings simple, 
and towers were rarely combined with the body of the 
church until after the beginning of the twelfth century. 
Then they appeared as mere belfries of moderate height, 
with pyramidal roofs and effectively arranged openings, 
the germs of the noble Gothic spires of later times. Ex- 
ternally the western porches and portals were the most 
important features of the design, producing an imposing 
effect by their massive arches, clustered piers, richly carved 
mouldings, and deep shadows. 

CLOIBTEBB, ETC. Mention should be made of the other 
monastic buildings which were grouped around the abbev 
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churches of this period. These comprised refectories, 
chapter-halls, cloistered courts surrounded by the conven 
lual cells, and a large niirabcr of accessory structures foi 
kitchens, infirmaries, stores, etc. The whole formeii an 
elaborate and complex aggregation of connected buildings, 
often of great size and beauty, especially the refectories 
and cloisters. Most of these conventual buildings have 
disappeared, many of them having been demolished during 
the Gothic period to make way for more elegant structures 
in the new style. There remain, however, a number of 
fine cloistered courts in their original form, especially in 
Southern France. Among the most remarkable of these 
are those of UoiiBac, Elne, and Montm^oar. 



HOMBHEKTB. Italy. (For basilicas and domical churches of 6th-ialh 
centuries see pp. u8, iig.) — Before nth century : Sta. Maria at Tosca- 
nclla, altered 1206 ; S, Donato, Zara. ; chapel at Friuli ; baptistery at 
Boella. nth century: S. Giovanni. Viterbo ; Sta. Maria della Pieve, Arez- 
W) ; S. Antonio. Piacenza, lor4 ; Eremiti. 1132, and La Martorana, 1143, 
both at Palermo 1 Duomo at Bari. 1037 (much altered) ; Duriina and baptis- 
tery, Novara, 1030 ; Duomo at Parma, liegian 1058 ; Duomo at Pisa, 1063- 
1118 ; S. Miniato, Florence, I063-I2th century ; S. Michele at Pavia and 
Duomo at Modena, late nth century. — uth century: in Calabria and 
Apulia, cathedralsof Traoi, iiQo; Caserta, Vecchia, 1100-1153 ; Molfella, 
n6z ; Benevento : churches S. Giovanni at Brindisi, S. Niccolo at- Bari, 
1139. In Sicily, Duomo at Monreale, 1174-1189. In Northern luly, S. 
Tomaso in Limine, Bergamo, lloo (7) ; Sta. Giulia, Brescia : S. Lorenzo, 
Milan, rebuilt iiig : Duomo at Piacenia, 11Z2 ; S. Zeno at Verona, ii3g ; 
S. Ambrogio, Milan, 1140, vaulted in 13th century ; baptistery at Pisa, 
1153-1378; Leaning Tower, Pisa, 1174. — 14th century: S. Michele, 
Lucca, 1188 ; S. Giovanni and S. Frediano, Lucca. In Dalraatia, cath^ 
dral at Zara, Il93'l2ci4. Many castles and early town-halls, as at Bari, 
Brescia, Lucca, etc. 

France; Previous to nth century : St. Germiny-des-Prfe. B06 ; Chapel 
of the Trinity, St. Honorat-des-Lerins ; Ste. Croix de Montmajour, — nth 
century: Crfrisy-la-ForSt and abbey church of Mont St. Michel, lora (the 
latter altered in 12th and 16th centuries ; Vignnry ; St. Genou ; porch of 
Si. Bdooit-sur- Loire, 1030; St. Sepulchre at Ncuvy, 1045; Ste. Trinity 
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(Abbaye ^ux Dames) at Caen, 1046, vaulted 1140; St. Etienne (Abbaye 
aux Hommes) at Caen, same date; St. Front at Perigueux, 1120; Ste. 
Croix at Quimperle, 1081; cathedral, Cahors, 1050-1110; abbey churches 
of Cluny (demolished) and Vezelay, 1089-1100 ; circular church of Rieux- 
Merinville, church of St. Savin in Auvergne, the churches of St. Paul at 
Issoireand Notre- Dame-du-Port at Clermont, St. Hilaire and Notre- Dame- 
la-Grande at Poitiers ; also St. Semin (Satumin) at Toulouse, all at close of 
nth and beginning of 12th century. — 12th century: Domical churches of 
Aquitania and vicinity ; Solignac and Fontevrault, 1120 ; St. Etienne 
(Perigueux), St. Avit-S^nieur ; Angouleme, Souillac, Broussac, etc., early 
I2th century; St. Trophime at Aries, mo, cloisters later; church of 
Vaison ; abbeys and cloisters at Montmajour, Tarascon, Moissac (with 
fragments of a 10th-century cloister built into present arcades); St Paul-du- 
Mausolee ; Puy-en-Velay, with fine church. Many other abbeys, pansh 
churches, and a few cathedrals in Central and Northern France especially. 
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IN GERMANY, GREAT BRITAIN, AND SPAIN. 

Books Recommended : As before, HUbscli and Reber, 
Bond, Gothic Architecture in England. Also Brandon, Analysis 
of Gothic Architecture. Boisser^e, Niei/er Rhein. Ditchfield, 
The Cathedrals of England. Hasak, Die romanische und die 
gotische Baukunsi (in Handbuek d. Arch.). Lubke, Die 
Mittelallerliche Kunst in IVestfalen. MoUer, Denkmdier det 
deutsehen Baukunsl. Pultrich, Baukiinst des Mitlelallers in 
Sac/isen. Rickmao, An Attempt to Discriminate the Styles of 
Architecture. Scott, English Church Architecture. Van Rens- 
selaer, English Cathedrals. 

■SDUBTAL QEBIUIIT. Architecture developed less rap- 
idly and symmetrically in Germany than in Frani:e, notwitii- 
standing the strong centralized government of the empire. 
The early churches were of wood, and the substitution of 
stone for wood proceeded slowly. During the Carolingian 
epoch (800-919), however, a few important buildings were 
erected, embodying Byzantine and classic traditions. Among 
these the most notable was the Minster or palatine chapel 
of Charlemagne al Aiz-U-Chapelle, an obvious imitation 
of San Vitale at Ravenna. It consisted of an octagonal 
domed hall surrounded by a vaulted aisle in two stories, 
but without the eight niches of the Ravenna plan. It 
was preceded by a porch flanked by turrets. The Byzan- 
tine type thus introduced was repeated in later churches, 
as in the Nuns' Choir at Essen (947) and at Ottmarsheim 
(1050). In the great monastery at Fulda a basilica with 
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transepts and with an apsidal choir at eithe 
803. These choirs were raised above the level of the nave, to 
admit of crypts beneath them, as in many Lombard churches ; 
a practice which, with the reduplication of the choir and 
apse just mentioned, became very common in Gccman 
Romanesque architecture. 

EABLY CHUBCHES, It was in Saxony that this architecture 
first entered upon a truly national development. The early 
churches of this province and of Hildesheim (where archi- 
tecture flourished under the favor of the bishops, as else- 
where under the royal influence) were of basilican plan and 
destitute of vaulting, except in the crypts. They were 
built with massive piers, sometimes rectangular, sometimes 
clustered, the two kinds often alternating in the same nave. 
Short columns were, however, sometimes used instead of 
piers, either alone, as at Paulinzelle and Limburg-on-ihe- 
Hardt (1024-39), or alternating with piers, as at Hecklin- 
gen, Oernrode (958-1050), and St. Oodebard at Hildesheim 
(1133). A triple eastern apse, with apsidal 
chapels projecting eastward from the tran- 
septs, were common elements in the plans, 
and a second apse, choir, and crypt at the 
west end were not infrequent. Externally 
the most striking feature was the association 
of two, four, or even six square or circular 
towers with the mass of the church, and the 
elevation of square or polygonal turrets or 
cupolas over the crossing. These adjuncts 
gave a very picturesque aspect to edifices 
otherwise somewhat wanting in artistic in- 
terest. 

SHElTiBH CHITHCHKB. It was in the Rhine *"'„,'^5t»«'' at "' 
provinces llial vaulting was first applied to wobms. 

the naves of German churches, nearly a half century after 
its general adoption in France. Cologne possesses ail ia- 
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teresting trio of churches in which the Uyzantine dome on 
squinches or on pendentives, with three apses or niches 
opening into the central area, was associated with a long 
three aisled nave (St. Hary-m-tlie- Capitol, begun in i>ih 
century; Oieat 8t. Martin'i, 1150-70; Apostles' Church, ii6o- 
99 : the naves vaulted lattir). The double chapel at Schwarz- 
Kheindorf, near Bonn (1151), also has the crossing covered 
by a dome on pendentives. 

The vaulting of the nave itself was developed in another 
series of edifices of imposing size, the cathedrals of Kay- 
enoe (1036), Spires (Speyer), and 
Worms, and the Abbey of Laach, 
all built in the nth century and 
vaulted early in the izth. In the 
first three the main vaulting is in 
square bays, each covering two 
bays of the nave, the piers of 
which are alternately lighter and 
heavier (Figs. 99, 100). At Laach 
the vaulting-bays are oblong, 
both in nave and aisles. There 
was no triforium gallery, and 
stability was secured only by ex- 
cessive thickness in the piers 
and clearstory walls, and by 
bringing down the main vault 
as near to the side -aisle roofs as 
possible. 

BHEHISH EXTEBIOBS. These 
^reat churches, together with 
thuse uf Bonn and Limborg^- 
on-the-Lahn and the cathedi 
are interesting, not only by their 
and the somewhat rude massive^ 





of Treves (Trier, 1047), 
size and dignity of plan 
ncss of their construction, but even more so by the pictur- 
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esqueness of their external design (Fig. 101). Especially 
successful is the massing of the large* and small turrets 
with the lofty nave- 
roof and with the aps- 
es at one or both ends. 
The systematic use nf 
arcading to decorate the 
exterior walls, and the 
introduction of open 
arcadcd dwarf galleries 
under the cornices of 
the apses, gables, and 
dome-turrets, gave to 
these Rhenish church- 
es an external beauty 
hardly equalled in oth- 
er contemporary edi- 
fices. This method of 
exterior design, and the 
system of vaulting in 
square bays over double 
bays of the nave, were ""' "■'■-=*" ""' '" '•"""'h ok tub .i'its- 
probably derived from 

the Lombard churches of Northern Italy, with which the 
Hohenstauffen emperors had many political relations. 

The Italian influence is also encountered in a number 
of circular churches of early date, as at Fulda (9th- 
iith century), Drtlgelte, Bonn (baptistery, demolished), 
and in facades like that at Kosheim, which is a copy in lit- 
tle of San Zeno at Verona. 

Elsewhere in Germany architecture was in a backward 
state, especially in the southern provinces. Outside of 
Saxony, Franconia, and the Rhine provinces, very few 
works of importance were erected until the thirteenth 
century. 
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SECULAB &BCBITECTUEE. Little remains to us of the sec- 
ular arcliitecmre of this period in Germany, if we except the 
great feudal castles, especially those of the Rhine, which 
were, after all, ralher works of military engineering than of 
architectural art. The palace of Charlemagne at Aix (the 
chapel of which was mentioned on p. 172) is known to have 
been a vast and splendid group of buildings, partly, at least 
of marble ; but hardly a vestige of it remains. Of the ex 
tensive Fftlaoe of Henry IXI. at dollar there remain well-de- 
fined ruins of an imposing hall of assembly in two aisles 
with triple-archei! windows. At Brunswick the east wing of 
the Bnrg Dankw&rgerode displays, in spite of modern alter- 
ations, the arrangement of the chapel, great hall, two forti- 
fied towers, and part of the residence of Henry the Lion. 
The Wartbnrg palace (Ludwig III., cir. 1150) is more gen- 
erally known— a rectangular hall in three stories, with win- 
dows effectively grouped to form arcades ; while at Gelnhau- 
sen and MUnzenberg are ruins of somewhat similar buildings. 
A few of the Romanesque monasteries of Germany have 
left partial remains, as at lUnlbronn, which was almost en- 
tirely rebuilt in the Gothic period, and isolated buildings in 
Cologne and elsewhere. There remain also in Cologne a 
number of Romanesque private houses with coupled win- 
dows and stepped gables. 

QBEAT BSIT&ur. Previous to the Norman conquest (1066) 
there was in the British Isles little or no architef-ture 
worthy of mention. The few extant remains of Saxon and 
Celtic buildings reveal a singular poverty of ideas and want 
of technical skill. These scanty remains are mostly of 
towers (those in Ireland nearly all round and tapering, with \ 

conical tops, their use and date being the Fubjects of much 4 

controversy) and crypts. The tower of Earl's Barton is 
the most important and best preserved of those in England. 
With the Norman conquest, however, began an extraor- 
dinary activity in the building of churches and abbeys. 
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I William the Conqueror himself founded a number of these, 
and his Norman ecclesiastics endeavored lo surpass on 
British soil the contemporary churches of Normandy, The 
new churches differed somewhat from their French proto- 
types ; they were narrower and lower, but much longer, 
especially as to the choir and 
transepts. The cathedrals of 
Durham (1096^1133) and Nor- 
wich (same date) are important 
examples (Fig. loa). They also 
differed from the French churches 
in two important particulars ex- 
ternally; a huge tower rose usu- 
^ ally over the crossing, and the 
I western portals were small and 
insignificant. Lateral entrances 
near tfie west end were given 
greater importance and called 
GaliUes. At Durham a Galilee 
chapel (not shown in the plan), 
I takes the place of a porch at the 
I west end, like the ante-churches of 
I St. Benolt-sur- Loire and V^iiclay. 
THE HOEMAN STYLE. The Anglo- 
. Norman builders employed the t 
j same -general features as the Ro- j.^, ,K,._rLAN of durhah 
inanesque builders of Normandy, cathedral. 

but with more of picturesqueness and less of refinement 
I and technical elegance. Heavy walls, recessed arches, 
L round mouldings, cubic cushion-caps, clustered piers, and in 
Kdoorways a jamb-shafl for each stepping of the arch were 
I common to both styles. But in England the Corinthian 
I form of capital is rare, its place being taken by simpler forms, 
HOSMAll INTEBIOSB. The Interior design of the larger 
J. churches of this period shows a close general analogy lo 
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French Nonnaa cburdbes. as xppeats by 

oonpariag ibe ure ol Viaiihaia or PCferboto' witli that of 

C^jmy-U-For^ m Nonnaady. AJthodgh ^c massiTmess 

of tbc Aaglo- Norman piers aod walls plainly snggests the 

inleDDoa of Tanlting tfac nave, this iotea- 

uoa seems never to hare been carrietl oat 

except in small churcbes and crypts. All 

the existing abbeys and' cathedrals of 

thk period had voodeo ceilings or were, 

like Dnrbam. Nonricfa, and Gloocester. 

\' " -_ - -'" '-J_ -aulted at a later date. Completed as 

— • ey were with wooden nsTc-roo^ ttie 

— .eaistory was, without danger, made 

^§ quite lofty and fonusbcd with windows 

^ of coDsidcnUe size. Tbese were placed 

^ near the oatside of the tbkk wall, aod a 

^^^age was left between tbem aod a 

- pie arch oa the inner face of the wall 

—a device imitated from the abbeys at 

tCaen. The vaulted side-aisles were low, 
with disproportionately wide p 
above which was a high triforiom gaBoy 
--.dcr the side -roofs. Thus a oeartj 
lal height was assigned to each of 
. -_- three stories of the bay, disregarding 
— - ' utat sDbordination of minor to i 

parts which gives interest to aa I 
tectual composition. The piers were quite ofteo r 
at Gloucester, Hereford, and BristoL Sometimes round pien 
aJtemated with clostered piers, as at Durham acul Walthara ; 
aod in sooie cases clnstered p«ers alone were employetl, as 
at Peterboro" and in the transepts of Winchester (Fig, lojX 

rAfABI Ura DOOKWAIS. All the details were of the si 
plest character, except in the doorways. These were ridilf 
adorned with clnstered jamb-shafts and elaborately carved 
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mouldings, but there was little variety in the details of 
this carving. The zigzag was the most common feature, 
though birds" heads with the beaks pointing toward the 
centre of the arch were not uncommon. In the smaller 
churches (Fig. 104) the doorways were better proportioned 
to the whole fat^ade than in the larger ones, in which they 
appear as reialiveiy insignificant features. Very few ex 
amples remain of impcrtant 
Norman facades in their 
original form, nearly all of 
these having been altered 
after the round arch was 
displaced by the pointed 
arch in the latter part of 
the twelfth century. IfFley 
church (Fig. 104) is a good 
example of the style. 

BPAm. During the Ro- 
isque period a large 
part of Spain was under 
Moorish dominion. The 
capture of Toledo, in 1062, 
by the Christians, began 
the gradual emancipation 
of the country from Mos- 
lem rule, and in the north- 
ern provinces a number of important churches were erected 
under the influence of French Romanesque models. The 
e of domical pendentives (as in the Panteon of 8, Mdoro, 
at Leon, and in the cimborio or dome over the choir at 
the intersection of nave and transepts in old Salamanca 
cathedral) . was probably derived from the domical 
, churches of Aquitania and Anjou. Elsewhere the north- 
ern Romanesque typi: prevailed under various modifica- 
tions, with long nave and transepts, a short choir, Mi4 ^ 
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complete chn>tt with apsidal chapels. The church of St. 
lago at Compostella (1078} is the finest example of this 
class. These churches nearly all had groined vaulting over 
the side-aisles am! barrel-vaults over the nave, the con- 
structive system being substantially that of the churches 
of Auvergne and the Loire Valley (p. 165). They differed, 
however, in the treatment of the crossing of nave and tran- 
septs, over which was usually erected a dome or cupola or 
pendentives or squinches, covered externally by an impos 
ing square lantern or tower, as in the Old Catliedral at 8aL 
amanca, already mentioned (1120-78) and the Colle^- 
ate Chnroli at Toro, Occasional exceptions to these types 
arc met with, as in the basilican wooden-roofed church of S. 
Millan at Segovia ; in S. Isidoro at Leon, with chapels and 
a later-added square eastern end, and the circular church 
of the Templars at Segovia. 

The architectural details of these Spanish churches did 
not differ radically from contemporary Frertch work. As 
in France and England, the doorways were the most ornate 
parts of the design, the mouldings being carved with ex- 
treme richness and the jambs frequently adorned with 
statues, as in 8. Vinoente at Avila. There was no such 
logical and rcasoncd-out system of external design as in 
France, and there is consequently greater variety in the 
facades. Perhaps the most remarkable thing about the 
architecture of this period is its apparent exemption from 
the influence of the Moorish monuments which abounded 
on every hand. This may be explained by the hatred 
which was felt by the Christians for the Moslems and all 
their works. 

HOHTIHEIITfl. Germany: Previous to Iilh century: Circntar 
churches of Holy Cross at Mllnster, and of Fulda ; palace chapel of Charle- 
magne at AU-la-Chapelle, 804; St. Stephen, Mayence, 990; primitiTe 
nave and crypt of St. Gereon, Cologne, roth century \ Ijjrsch. — nth 
century Churches of Ccmrode, Goslar, and Mcrseburg in Saxony ; c 
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dial of Bremen ; first restoration of cathedral of Treves (Trier), loio, west 
front, 1047 ; Limburg-on-Hardt, 1024 ; St. Willibrod, Echlemach, 1031 ; 
east end of Mayence Cathedral, 1036 ; Church of Apostles and nave St, 
Mary-in-Capitol at Cologne, 1036 ; cathedral of Spires (Speyer) begun 
1040 ; Cathedral Hildesheitn, 1061 ; St. Joseph, Bamberg, 1073 ; Abbey 
of Laach, 1093-1156; round churches of Bonn, Drtlgelce, Nimeguen ; 
cathedrals of Paderbom and Miadcn.— i2lh centuiy : Churches of Klus, 
Paulinzelle, Hamersleben, 1100-iiio ; Johannisberg, 1130 ; Si. Godehard. 
Hildesheim, 1133; Worms, the Minster, 1118-83; Jerichau, 1144-60; 
Schwarz-Rheindorf, 1151; St. Michael, Hildesheim, ii6a ; Cathedral 
Brunswick, 1172-94 ; Lubeck, 1172 ; also churches of Gatidcrshcim, U'Urz- 
burg, St. Matthew at Treves, Limburg-on-Lahn, Sinzig, St. Castor at 
Coblenli, Diesdort, Rasheim ; round churches of Ottmariheim and Rip- 
pen (Denmark) ; cathedral of Basle, cathedral and cloister of Zurich (Swii. 
zerland). 

England: Previous lo iilh century: Scanty vestiges of Saxon 
church architecture, as tower of Earl's Barton, round towers and small 
chapels in Ireland. — nth century; Crypt of Canterbury Cathedra!, 1070 ; 
chapel St John in Tower of London. 1070 ; Winchester Cathedral, 1076- 
93 (nave and choir rebuilt later) ; Gloucester Cathedral nave, 10S9-110U 
(vaulted later) ; Rochester Cathedra! nave, wesl front cloisters, and chap- 
ter-house, 1090-1 1 30 ; Carlisle Cathedral nave, transepts, 1093-1 130 : 
Durham Cathedral, io9$-it33, vaulted 1233; Galilee and chapter-house, 
1133-53 J Norwich Cathedral, 1096. largely rebuilt 1118-93 ; Hereford 
Cathedra], nave and choir, 1099-1115. — latll century. Ely Cathedral, 
nave, I107-33; St. .\1 ban's Abbey, tll6 j Peterboro' Cathedral, 1117-45 ; 
Waltham Abbey, early nth century ; Church of Holy Sepulchre, Cam- 
bridge, 1130-35; Worcester Cathedral chapter-house. 1140 (?) ; Oxford 
Cathedral (Christ Church), 1150-80; Bristol Cathedral chapter-house 
(square), 1155 ; Canterbury Cathedral, choir of present structure by 
William of Sens, 1175 T Chichester Cathedral, 1180-1204; Romsey Abbey, 
late lath century; SL Cross Hospital near Winchester, 1190(7). Many 
more or less important pariah churches in various pans of England. 

Spain. For principal monuments of gth-llth centuries, see text, latter 
put ol this chapter. 



CHAPTER XV. 

GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE. 

, fiooKS Recommeotjed: Adamy, Anhitt&tcnik des gatischtn 
Corroyer, L' Architecture gothit/ue, Enlart, Mamtei 
ti'arckfohgie/ratifaise. Hasak, Einzelheiien des Kirchenbaues 
(in Ndiiuch d. Arc/t.). Moore, Development and Character of 
Gothic Architecture. Parker, Introduction to Gothic Archi- 
tecture. Scott, Afediceval Architecture. Viollel-le-Duc, Dis- 
courses on A rchitecture ; Dictionnaire raisonnt de I 'architecture 
fran^aise. 

INTBODtrCTOEY. The architectural styles which were de- 
veloiied in Western Europe during the period extending 
from about 1150 to 1450 or 1500, received in an unscien- 
tific age the wholly erroneous and inept name of Gothic. 
This name has, however, become so fixed in common usage 
that it is hardly possible to substitute for it any more 
scientific designation. In reality the architecture to which 
it is applied was nothing more than the sequel and out- 
growth of the Romanesque, which we have already studied. 
Its fundamental principles were the same ; it was concerned 
with the same problems. These it took up where the Ro- 
manesque builders left them, and worked out their solution 
under new conditions, until it had developed out of the 
simple and massive models of the early twelfth century the 
splendid cathedrals of the thirteenth and fourteenth cen- 
turies in England, France, Germany, the Low Countries and 
Spain. 

THE CHURCH AND ifiCHiTECTDHE. The twelfth century 
was an era of transition in society, as in architecture. The 
ideas of Church and State were becoming more clearly de- 
fined in the common mind. In the conflict between feudal* 
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n and royalty the monarchy was steadily gaining ground. 
The problem of human right was beginning to present it- 
self alongiside of the problem of human might. The re- 
lations between the crown, the feudal barons, the pope, 
bishops, and abbots, differed widely in France, Germany, 
England, and other countries. The struggle among them 
for supremacy presented itself, therefore, in varied aspects ; 
but the general outcome was essentially the same. The 
church began to appear as something behind and above 
abbots, bishops, kings, and barons. The supremacy of 
the papal authority gained increasing recognition, and 
the episcopacy began to overshadow the monastic institu- 
tions ; the bishops appearing generally, but especially in 
France, as the cham- 
pions of popular 
rights. The prerog 
atives of the crown 
became more firmly 
established, and thus 
the Church and the 
State emerged from 
the social confusion 
as the two institu 
tions divinely ap 
pointed for the gov 
ernment of men. 

Under these m 
fluences ecclesia^ti 
cal architecture ad- 
vanced with rapid ' _ 

strides. No longer ahd airmassina. 

hampered by monas- 
tic restrictions, it called into its service the laity, whose 
guilds of masons and builders carried from one diocese to 

another tircir constantly increasing stores of constructive 
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knowledge. By a wise division of labor, each man wrought 
only such parts as he was specially trained to undertake. 
The master-builder — bishop, abbot, or mason — seems to 
have planned only the general arrange- 
ment and scheme of the building, leav- 
ing the precise form of each detail to 
be determined as the work advanced, 
according to the skill and fancy of the 
artisan to whom it was intrusted. Thus 
was produced that remarkable variety 
in unity of the Gothic cathedrals ; thus, 
also, those singular irregularities and 
makeshifts, those discrepancies and 
alterations in the design, which are 
found in every great work of medi- 
a;val architecture. Gothic architec- 
ture was constantly changing, attack- 
ing new problems or devising new 
solutions of old ones. In this char- 
acter of constant flux and develop- 
ment it contrasts strongly with the 
nc. ,ofi.—n.At) ny s^isti- classic Styles, in which the scheme 
CHAPELLB, fAH5. siin»- and the principles were early fixed and 
wALu""'™""""' ""' remained substantially unchanged for 

centuries. 
BTBncTnau FKnrciPLEB. The pointed arch, so commonly 
regarded as the most characteristic feature of the Gothic 
styles, was merely an incidental feature of their develop- 
ment. What really distinguished them most strikingly was 
the systematic application of two principles which the 
Roman and Byzantine builders had recognized and applied, 
but which seem to have been afterward forgotten until 
they were revived by the later Romanesque architects. 
The first of these was the conctnlralion of strains upon iso- 
lated points of support, made possible by the substitution 
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of groined for barrel vaults. This led to a corresponding 
concentration of the masses of masonry at these points ; 
tile building was constructed as if upon legs (Fig. 105). 
The wall became a mere iilling-in between the piers or 
buttresses, and in time was, indeed, practically suppressed, 
immense windows filled with stained glass taking its place. 
This is well illustrated in the Bainte Cliapelle at Paris, built 
1842-47 (Figs. 106, 122). In this remarkable edifice, a series 
of groined vaults spring from slender shafts built against 
deep buttresses which receive and resist all the thrusts. 
The wall-spaces between them are wholly occupied by 
superb windows filled with stone tracery and stained glass. 
It would be impossible to combine the materials used more 
scientifically or effectively. 
The cathedrals of Gerona 
(Spain) and of Alby (France ; 
Fig, 123) illustrate the same 
principle, though in them the 
buttresses are internal and 
serve to separate the flanking 
chapels. 

The second distinctive prin- 
ciple of Gothic architecture 
was that of balanced thrusts. 
In Roman buildings the thrust 
of the vaulting was resisted 
wholly by the inertia of mass 
m the abutments. In Gothic 
architecture thrusts were as 
far as possible resisted by 
counter-thrusts, and the final 
resultant pressure was trans- 
mitted by flying half-arches 

across the intervening portions of the structure to external 
buttresses placed at convenient points. This combination 
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of flying half-arches and buttresses is called S^ae. fiytng-buttrest 
(Fig. 107). It reached its highest development in the thir- 
teenth and fourteenth centuries in the cathedrals of central 
and northern France. 

EIBBED VAtrLTIKQ. These two principles formed the 
structural basis of the Gothic styles. Their application led 
to the introduction of two other elements, second only to 
them in importance, ribbed vaulting and Wit pointed arch. 

The first of these resulted from the effort to overcome 
certain practical difficulties encountered in the buildmg of 
large groined vaults. As ordinarily constructed, a groined 
vault like that in Fig. 47, must be built as one structure, 
upon wooden centrings supporting its whole extent. The 
Romanesque architects conceived the idea of construct- 
ing an independent skeleton of ribs. 
Two of these were built against the 
wall {uiali-n'bs), two across the nave 
(transverse ribs) ; and two others 
were made to coincide with the 
groins (Figs. 98, 108). The groin- 
ribs, intersecting at the centre of 
the vault, divided each bay into four 
triangular portions, or compartments, 
'''^BNCListT """''«■ IT h""- ^^^'^ °^ which was really an inde- 
vitiBD cKQiN-mus ABU pendcHt vault which could be sepa- 
HiDGH-HiBs. rately constructed upon light cen- 

trings supported by the groin-ribs themselves. This prin- 
ciple, though identical in essence with the Roman system 
of brick skeleton-ribs for concrete vaults, was, in applica- 
tion and detail, superior to it, both from the scientific and 
artistic point of view. The ribs, richly moulded, became, 
in the hands of the Gothic architects, important decorative 
features. In practice the builder gave to each set of ribs 
independently the curvature he desired. The vaulting-sur- 
(aces were then easily twisted or warped so as to fit the va- 
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nous ribs, which, being already in place, served as guides 
for their construction. 

THE FOIKTED UlCH was adopted to remedy the difficulties 
encountered in the construction of oblong vaults. It is 
obvious that where a narrow semi -cylindrical vault inter 
sects a wide one, it produces 
either what are called penetra- 
lions, as at a (Fig. 109), or in- 
tersections like that at b, both 
of which are awkward in as- 
pect and hard to construct. If, 
however, one or both vaults 
be given a pointed section, the 
narrow vault may be made as 
high as the wide one. It is 
then possible, with but little 
warping of the vaulting sur- 
faces, to make them intersect • 
in groins r, which are vertical 




loops like a and b. 

The Gothic architects 
availed themselves to the full 
They 



, ^ P,n, 

lirrM/arvmMl 
t, Jmrritcttn ty imall itmi-tircuUr 
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i^vil; sr,in, ar. flan. cur,;.. 



of these two devices, 
built their groin-ribs of semi-circular or pointed form, but the 
wall-ribs and the transverse ribs were, without exception, 
pointed arches of such curvature as would bring the apex of 
each nearly or quite to the level of the groin intersection. 
The pointed arch, thus introduced as the most convenient 
form for the vaulting-ribs, was soon applied to other parts 
of the structure This was a necessity with the windows and 
pier-arches, which would not otherwise fit well the wall- 
spaces under the wall-ribs of the nave and aisle vaulting, 

TSAOEKT AND SLABS. With the growth in the size of the 
windows and the progressive suppression of the lateral walls 
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of vaulted structures, stained glass came more and more 
generally into use. Its introduction not only resulted in a 
notable heightening and enriching of the colors and scheme 
of the interior decoration, but reacted on the architecture, 
intensifying the very causes which led to its introduction. 
It stimulated the increase in the size of windows, and the 
suppression of the wails, and contributed greatly to the de- 
velopment of tracery. This latter feature was an absolute 
necessity for the support of the glass. Its evolution can 
be traced (Figs, no, iti, 112) from the simple coupling 
of twin windows under a single hood-mould, or discharging 
arch, to the florid net-work of the fifteenth century. In 
its earlier forms it consisted 
merely of decorative openings, 
circles, and quatrefoils, pierced 
through slabs of stone (plate- 
traceiy), filling the window- 
heads over coupled windows. 
Later attention was bestowed 
upon the form of the stone- 
work, which was made lighter 
and richly moulded {har-trtu- 
en), rather than upon that of 
the openings (Fig. 1 1 1). Then 
the circular and geometric pat- 
terns employed were aban- 
doned for more flowing and 
capricious designs { FlamboyatU tracery. Fig. iii) or (in 
England) for more rigid and rectangular arrangements 
[Perpetidieular, Fig. 134). It will be shown later that the 
periods and styles of Gothic architecture are more easily 
identified by the tracery than by a^y other feature. 

CHUBCH FIAHB. The original basilica - plan ui:derwent 
radical modifications during the izth - isth centuries. 
These resulted in part from the changes in construction 
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which have been described, and in part from altered eccle- 
siastical conditions and requirements. Gothic church archi- 
tecture was based on cathedral design ; and the require- 
ments of the cathedral 
differed in many re- 
spects from those of the 
monastic churches of 
the preceding period. 

The most important 
alterations in the plan 
were in the choir and 
transepts. The choir 
was greatly lengthened, 
the transepts often 
shortened. The choir 
was provided with two 
and often four side- 
aisles, and one or both 
of these was commonly 
carried entirely around 
the apsidal termination 
of the choir, forming a 
single or double ambulatory. This combination of choir, 
apse, and ambulatory was called, in French churches, the 
cfuvet. 

Another advance upon Romanesque models was the mul- 
tiplication of chapels — a natural consequence of the more 
popular character of the cathedral as compared with the 
abbey, Frequently lateral chapels were built at each bayol 
the side-aisles, filling up the space between the deep but- 
tresses, flanking the nave as well as the choir. They were 
also carried around the^Aet'f/ in most of the French cathe- 
drals (Paris, Bourges, Reims, Amiens, Beauvais, and many 
others) ; in many of those in Germany (Magdeburg, Co- 
logne, Frauenkirche at Treves), Spain (Toledo, Leon, Bar- 
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Celona, Segovia, etc.), and Belgium (Tournay, Antwerp), In 
England the choir had more commonly a square eastward 
termination. Secondary transepts occur frequently, and 
these peculiarities, together with the narrowness and great 
length of most of the plana, make of the English cathedrals 
a class hy themselves. 

FBOPORTIOHS AMD COHFOBITIOIt. Along with these modifi- 
cations of the basilican plan should be noticed a great in- 
crease in the height and slenderness of all parts of the 
Structure. The lofty clearstory, the arcaded tri fori urn-pas- 
sage or gallery beneath 
It the high pointed 
p er arches, the mul- 
t p at on of slender 
lustered shafts, and 
(, re luction in the 
of the piers, gave 
he Cothic churches 
nter or aspect whol- 
1 fferent from that 
e s iipler, lower, 

esqie edifices. The 
ptr pect ve effects of 
tl plans thus modified, 
especially of the com- 
plex choir and chevet with their lateral and radial chapels, 
were remarkably enriched and varied. 

The exterior was even more radically transformed by 
these changes, and by the addition of towers and spires to 
the fronts, and sometimes to the transepts and to their in- 
tersection with the nave. The deep buttresses, terminating 
in pinnacles, the rich traceries of the great lateral windows, 
the triple portals profusely sculptured, rose-windows of great 
size under the front and transept gables, combined to pro- 
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duce effects of marvellously varied light and sliadow, and 


of complex and elaborate structural beauty, totally un- 


like the broad simplicity of the Romanesque exteriors. 


DECOaitlVE DETAIL. The medieval designers aimed to 


enrich every constructive 


feature with the most ef- W^j^^^^Lm^JjBJr^ 
play ^^^^^^^B^^^^^^^^JI 


to embody R^|H^^^^^^^^^Bi 


the the |vl^^^^|^^^^^^^| 


greatest possible amount ■*'' ^l^H^^^PHIH^^I 


of allegory and symbol- ■^^^**"'' ''iLw^^^^B 
ism, and sometimes -i; ''. V. '" //\ '^w^^^W^m 
humor besides. Tli. ^^ ^. *>■ ^'y^Q 


deep jambs and soffits ■; ^^ ^ 
doors and pier-arcln- 5^^} ^ 


were moulded with a ru 1 , ^r^^^^^Jlf' t~i ^m 
succession of hollow uii<] ' ^ -r IV^^^^H "''T 1 ^^^1 


convex members, "T-j L tJfJJ^B -i ^^1 


adorned with carvings d 'v -'^'i^BEi^BlH 


,J^ ^ 


saints, apostles, martyrs, JJWIu^BhJ^^I 


&r 


^^H 


and angels. Virtues '^ H^^^^^^l 


T 


^^^1 


vices, allegories of ri.- ' ' >^Dif^^^^| 


A.r 


^^^1 


ward and punishmeiu '• '^•- ^^^H 


^ f\ 


^^H 


and an extraordinai \ T^l 


^^1 


world of monstrous am ■ ,^H 


-\ 


^^H 


grotesque beasts, devil-. ' ^^^ 


1 H 


^^^1 


and goblins filled ih' ''^^1 


i_ li 


^^^1 


capitals and door-arches, i^H 


^^^1 


■ peeped over tower - par- ^_^ ,,3 _f, ,,„,„„,nt i.fta... fk^h ruLi. 


■ 


H apets, or leered and u. sfA^Bunr. cthicdsal. 


^M grinned from gargoyles 


^M and corbels. Another source of decorative detail was 


^1 the application of tracery like that of the windows to 


^ft wall-panelling, to balustrades, to open-work gables, to 


^B spires, to choir-screens, and other features, especially id 






^^^H 
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the late fourteenth and fifteenth centuries (cathedrals of 
York, Rouen, Cologne ; Henry VII.'s Chapel, Westminster). 
And finally in the carving of capitals and the ornamentation 
of mouldings the artists of the thirteenth century and their 
successors abandoned completely the classic models and 
traditions which still survived in the early twelfth century. 
The later monastic builders began to look directly to nat- 
ure for suggestions of decorative form. The lay builders 
who sculptured the capitals and crockets and finials of the 
early Gothic cathedrals adopted and followed to its finiiity 
this principle of recourse to nature, especially to plant life. 
At first the budding shoots of early spring were freely imi- 
tated or skilfully conventionalized, as being by their thick 
and vigorous forms the best adapted for translation into 
stone (Fig, 114). During the thirteenth century the more 
advanced stages of plant growth, and leaves more complex 
and detailed, furnished the models for the carver, who dis- 
*^layed his skill in a closer and more literal imitation of 
their minute veinings and indentations (Fig. 115). This 
artistic adaptation of 
natural forms to archi- 
tectural decoration de- 
generated later into a 
minutely realistic copy- 
ing of natural foliage. 
in which cleverness of 
execution took the 
place of original inven- 

FIG. m— BABLV GOTHIC CAHV.HG. t'lOTi. The Spirit Of dlS 

play is characteristic 
of alt late Gothic work. Slenderness, minuteness of de- 
tail, extreme complexity and intricacy of design, an unre- 
strained profusion of decoration covering every surface, 
a lack of largeness and vigor in the conceptions, are con- 
spicuous traits of Gothic design in the fifteenth century. 
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alike in France, England, Germany, Spain, and tiie Low 
Counlries. Having worked out to their conclusion tiie 
structural principles bequeathed to them by the preceding 
centuries, the authors 
of these later works 
seemed to have devot- 
ed themselves to the 
elaboration of nuie 
decorative detail, ami 
in technical fjni^h 
surpassed al! that had 
gone before (Fig. 1(3). 
CHABACTEBISTIC8 
SnniAAIZED. In tliv 
light of the prec(.'<l;i;! 
explanations Cotiii-. 
■chitecture may be 
defined as that system 
of structural design suL'THnEui. s^[:..:lb. 

and decoration which 

grew up out of the effort to combine, in one harmonious 
and organic conception, the basilican plan with a complete 
and systematic construction of groined vaulting. Its devel- 
opment was controlled throughout by considerations of 

.stability and structural propriety, but in the application of 
these considerations the artistic spirit was allowed full scope 

. Jor its exercise. Refinement, good taste, and great fertility 
of imagination characterize the details and ornaments of 

' Gothic structures. While the Greeks in harmonizing the re- 
quirements of utility and beauty in architecture approached 

■the problem from the Esthetic side, the Gothic architects 

rdid the same from the structural side. Their admirably 
feasoned structures express as perfectly the idea of vast- 
s, mystery, and complexity as do the Greek temples that 
of simplicity and monumental repose, 
as 
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The excellence of Gothic architecture lay not so much in 
its individual details as in its perfect adaptation to the 
purposes for which it was developed — its triumphs were 
achieved in the building of cathedrals and large churches. 
In the domain of civil and domestic architecture it produced 
nothing comparable with its ecclesiastical edifices, because 
it was the requirements of the cathedral and not of the 
palace, town-hall, or dwelling, that gave it its form and 
character. 

FEBIODB. The history of Gothic architecture is commonly 
divided into three periods, which are most readily distin- 
guished by the character of the window-tracery. These 
periods were not by any means synchronous in the different 
countries; but the order of sequence was everywhere the 
same. They are here given, with a summary of the charac- 
teristics of each. 

Early Pointed Period. [Early Freneh ; Early English 
or Lancet Period in England ; Early German, etc.] Simple 
groined vaults ; general simplicity and vigor of design and 
detail ; conventionalized foliage of small plants ; plate tra- 
cery, and narrow windows coupled under pointed arch with 
circular foiled openings in the window-head. {In France, 
1160 to 1275.) 

Middle Pointed Period. [^(lyoBWdw/ in France ; Deco- 
rated or Geometric in England.] Vaults more perfect ; in 
England multiple ribs and liernes ; greater slendernesa 
and loftiness of proportions ; decoration much richer, less 
vigorous ; more naturalistic carving of mature foliage ; 
walls nearly suppressed, windows of great size, bar tracery 
with slender moulded or columnar mullions and geometric 
combinations (circles and cusps) in window-heads, circular 
(rose) windows. (In France, 1275 to 1375.) 

Florid Gothic Period. \Flainboyant'\n France ; Perpen- 
dicular in England.] Vaults of varied and richly decorated 
design ; fan-vaulting and pendants in England, vault-ribs 
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curved into fanciful patterns in Germany and Spain ; pro- 
fuse and minute decoration and cleverness of technical ex- 
ecution substituted for dignity of design ; highly realistic 
carving and sculpture, flowing or flamboyant tracery in 
France ; perpendicular bars with horizontal transoms and 
four-centred arches in England : " branch-tracery " in Ger- 
many. (In France, 1375 to 1^25.) 



CHAPTER XVI. 

GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN FRANCE. 

Books Recommended : As before, Adamy, Corroyer, Enlart, 
Hasak, Moore, Reber, Viollet-le-Duc* Also Chnpuy, Ia 
moyen age monumental. Chateau, Histoire et caractires de 
r architecture /raufaise. Davies, Architectural Studies in 
France. Fenee, The Chronology of the Cathedral Churches 
of France. Johnson, Early French Architecture. King, TTie 
Study book of Mediteval Architecture and Art. lassus and 
Viollet-le-Duc, Notre Dame de Paris. Nesfield, Specimens of 
Medieval Architecture. Vztiit, Architectural Studies in France, 

CATHEDBAL-BUILDIHO W FBAHCX. In the development of 
the principles outlined in the foregoing chapter the church- 
builders of France led the way. They surpassed all their 
contemporaries in readiness of invention, in quickness and 
directness of reasoning, and in artistic refinement. These 
qualities were especially manifested in the extraordinary 
architectural activity which marked the second half of the 
twelfth century and the first half of the thirteenth. This 
was the great age of cathedral-building in France. The 
adhesion of the bishops to the royal cause, and their 
tion in popular estimation as the champions of justice and 
human rights, led to the rapid advance of the episcopacy in 
power and influence. The cathedral, as the throne-church 
of the bishop, became a truly popular institution. New 
cathedrals were founded on every side, especially in the 
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Royal Domain and the adjoining provinces of Normandy, 
Burgundy, and Champagne, and their construction was 
warmly seconded by the people, llie communes, and the 
municipalities. " Nothing to-day," says Violiet-ie-Uuc,* 
" unless it be the commercial movement which has covered 
Europe with railway lines, can give an idea of ihe zeal with 
which the urban populations set about building cathedrals ; 
. ■ . a necessity at the end of the twelfth century be- 
cause it was an energetic protest against feudalism." The 
collapse of the unscientific Romanesque vaulting of some of 
the earlier cathedrals and the destruction by fire of others 
stimulated this movement by the necessity for their imme- 
diate rebuilding. The entire reconstruction of the cathe- 
drals of BayeuK, Bayonne, Cambray, Evreux, Laon, Lisieux, 
Le Mans, Noyon, Poitiers, Senlis, Soissons, and Troyes was 
begun between 1 130 and 1 200. f The cathedrals of Bourges, 
Charlres, Paris, and Tours, and the abbey of St. Denis, all of 
the first importance, were begun during the same period, 
and during the next quarter-century those of Amiens, Au- 
xerre, Rouen, Reims, Sfeez, and many others. After 1250 
the movement slackened and finally ceased. Few impor- 
tant cathedrals were erected during the latter half of the 
thirteenth century, the chief among them being at Beauvais 
(actively begun 1347), Clermont, Coutances, Limoges, Nar- 
bonne, and Rodez. During this period, and through the 
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, French architecture was 
concerned rather with the completion and remodelling of 
existing cathedrals than the founding of new ones. There 
were, however, many important parish churches and civil 
or domestic edifices erected within this period, 

rraircTitBAt. oEvxLOFmirT i taulthtb- By the middle of" 
the twelfth century the use of barrel-vaulting over the nave 
had been generally abandoned and gjoined vaulting with 

• Ditlionnaire raisenn/de VarihilcitHre franfaise, vol. ii., pp. aSO, sBl. 

fSee Ferree, Chrvnohgy e/ GilheJral Churches 0/ Fraatt. 
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its isolated points of support and resistance had taken its 
place. The timid experiments of the Clunisian architects 
at V^zelay in the use of the pointed arch and vault-ribs 
also led, in the second half of the twelfth century, to far- 
reaching results. The builders of the great Abbey Gboich 
of St. Denis, near Paris, begun in 1 140 by the Abbot Suger, 
appear to have been the first to develop these tentative de- 
viiies into a system. In the original choir of this noble 
church all the arches, alike of the vault-ribs (except the 
groin-ribs, which were semi-circles) and of the openings, 
were pointed and the vaults were throughout constructed 
with cross-ribs, wall-ribs, and groin-ribs. 
Of this early work only the chapels re- 
main. In other contemporary monu- 
ments, as for instance in the cathedral 
of Sens, the adoption of these devices 
was only partial and hesitating. 

HOTKE DAKE AT PAKIB. The next 
great step in advance was taken in the 
cathedral of Notre Dame* at Paris (Figs. 
116, 117, iJs). This was begun, under 
Maurice de Sully in 1 163, on the site of.. 
the twin cathedrals of Ste. Marie and St. 
fetienne, and the choir was, as usual, the 
first portion erected. By 1196 the choir, 
transepts, and one or two bays of the 
nave were substantially finished. The 
completeness, harmony, and vigor of 
nciis.— puNOFNm-HH conception of this remarkable church 
uAMii. r*iii!i. contrast strikingly with the makeshifts 

and hesitancy displayed in many contemiJorary monuments 

* This cathedra! will be hereaflcr referred to, lut [he sate of brevity, by 
the name of Xatre Damt. Olher cathedrals having the same name will 
be distinguished by the uddition of the name cE the city, as " Notra 
Dame at Clermont- Ferrand," 
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1 Other provinues. The difficult vaulting over the radiat- 
ing bays of the double ambulatory was here treated with 
great elegance. By doubling the number of supports in 
the exterior circuit of each aisle (Fig. 116) each trapezoidal 
bay of the vaulting was divided into three easily managed 
triangular compartments. Circular shafts were used be- 
tween the central and side aisles. The side aisles were 




I doubled and those next the centre were built in two stories, 
providing ample galleries behind a very open triforium. 
The nave was unusually lofty and covered with six-part 
vaults of admirable execution. The vault-ribs were vigor- 
ously moulded and each made to spring from a distinct 
vaulting-shaft, of which three rested upon the cap of each 
of the massive piers below (Fig. 117). The Cathedral of 
Bonrff SB, begun 1190, closely resembled that of Paris in 
plan. Both were designed to accommodate vast throngs in 
their exceptionally broad central aisles and double side 
aisles, but Bourges has no side-aisle galleries, though the 
inner aisles are much loftier than the outer ones. Though 
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later in date the vaulting of Bourges is inferior to that of 
Notre Dame, especially in the treatment of the trapezoidal 
bays of the ambulatory. 

The masterly examples set by the vault-builders of St. 
Denis and Notre Dame were not at once generally followed. 
Noyon.Senlis, and Sois- 
sons, contemporary with 
these, are far less cora- 
pktely Gothic in style. 
At Le Hans the groined 
vaulting which in 1158 
uas substituted for the 
"n<rinal barrel-vault of 
the cathedral is of very 
[primitive design, singu- 
l:nly heavy and awk- 
ward, although nearly 
contemporary with that 
of Notre Dame (Fig. 
1.8). 

DOMICAL OBOINED 
riG. iia,-i,E MANS toTHKDKAL. NAVB. VADLTIKO, Thc hulld- 

ers of the South and 
^West, influenced by Aquitanian models, adhered to the 
square plan and domical form of vaulting-bay, even after 
they had begun to employ groin-ribs. The latter, as at 
first used by them in imitation of Northern examples, had 
no organic function in the vault, which was still built like a 
dome. About 1145-1160 the cathedral of St. Hanrioe at 
Angen was vaulted with square, groin-ribbed vaults, dom- 
ical in form but not in construction. The joints no longer 
described horizontal circles as in a dome, hut oblique 
lines perpendicular to the groins and meeting in zig- 
zag lines at the ridge {Fig. 119). This method became 
common in the West and was afterward generally adopted 
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by the English architects. The Cathedrali of Poitiers (i i6z) 
and Laval {La Trinity, 1180-1185) are examples of this sys- 
tem, which at I.e Maus met with the Northern system and 
produced in the cathe- 
dral the awkward com- 
promise described above. 
IHIBTEEKTH - 0£RTUBT 
TAULTIKO. Early in the 
;enth century the 



chu 



ch-builde 



of 




Northern France aban- 
doned the use of square 
vaulting - bays and six- 
partvaults. Bytbeadop- 
tion of groin-ribs and the 

pointed arch, the building joinis. 

of vaults in oblong bays aihomjumaii scciinn of mim« with councs 
was greatly simplified. ^""tml^^LtT' ''" '^'^'^'^'' '^''' '^' 
Each bay of the nave 

could now be covered with its own vaulting-bay, thus doing 
away with all necessity for alternately light and heavy piers. 
It is not quite certain when and where this system was first 
adopted for the complete vaulting of a church. It is, how- , 
ever, probable that the CftthedrRl of Chartrei, begui 
1194 and completed before 1240, deserves this distinction,' 
although it is possible that the vaults of Soissons and 
Noyon may slightly antedate it. Troyes (1 170-1267), Ronen 
(i202-ia!o), Reins (1212-1242), Auxerra (1215-1234, nave 
fourteenth century), Amiena (1220-1188), and nearly all the ' 
great churches and chapels begun after 1200, employ tho| 
fully developed oblong v 

BtTTTKEBBIHO. Meanwhile the increasing height of the 
clearstories and the use of double aisles compelled the be- 
stowal of especial attention upon the buttressing. The 
nave and choir of Chartres, the choirs of Notre Dame, 
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Bourges, Rouen, and Reims, the chevet and later the choir 
of St. penis, afford early examples of the flying- buttress 
(Fig, 107). These were at first simple and of moderate 
height. Single half-arches spanned the side aisles ; in No- 
tre Dame they crossed the double aisles in a single leap. 
Later the buttresses were given greater stability by the 
added weight of lofty pinnacles. An intermediate range of 
buttresses and pinnacles was built over the intermediate 
piers where double aisles flanked the nave and choir, thus 
dividing the single flying arch into two arches. At Che 
same lime a careful observation of statical defects in the 
earlier examples led to the introduction of subordinate 
arches and of other devices to stiffen and to beautify the 
whole system. At Eeims and Amiens these features re- 
ceived their highest development, though later examples are 
frequently much more ornate, 

IHTEBIOE DESieir. The progressive change outlined in 
the last chapter, by which the wall was practically siip- 
pressed, the windows correspondingly enlarged, and every 
part of the structure made loftier and more slender, resulted 
in the evolution of a system of interior design well repre- 
sented by the nave of Amiens. The second story or gal- 
lery over the side aisle disappeared, but the aisle itself was 
very high. Thetriforiumwasnolonger a gallery, but a rich- 
ly arcaded passage in the thickness of the wall, correspond- 
ing to the roofing-space over the aisle, and generally treated 
like a lower stage of the clearstory. Nearly the whole 
space above it was occupied in each bay by the vast clear- 
story window filled with simple but effective geometric tra- 
cery over slender mullions. The side aisles were lighted 
by windows which, like those in the clearstory, occupied 
nearly the whole available wall-space under the vaulting. 
The piers and shafts were all clustered and remarkably 
slender. The whole construction of this vast edifice, which 
covers nearly eighty thousand square feet, is a marvel of 
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lightness, of scientific combinations, auti of fine execution. 
Its great vault rises to a height of one hundred and forty 
feet. The nave of St, Denis, though less lofty, resembles 
it closely in style (Fig. 120), Earlier cathedrals show less of 
the harmony of proportion, the perfect working out of the 
relation of ail parts of the composi- 
tion of each bay, so conspicuous in the 
Amiens type, which was followed in 
most of the later churches. 

WIRDOWB: TBACBST. The clearstory 
windows of Noyon, Soissous, Sens, and 
the choir of V6zelay (1200) were simple 
arched openings arranged singly, in 
pairs, or in threes. In the cathedral of 
Chartres (1194-1220) they consist of 
two arched windows with a circle above 
Ihem, forming a sort of plate tracery 
under a single arch. In the chapel 
windows of the choir at Reims (1215) 
the tracery of mullions and circles was 
moulded inside and out, and the inter- 
mediate triangular spaces all pierced 
and glazed. Rose windows were early 
used in front and transept fapades. 
During the thirteenth and fourteenth 
centuries they were made of vast size of bt. dui^ 

and great lightness of tracery, as in 

the transepts of Notre Dame (1257) and the west front of 
Amiens (1288). From the design of these windows is de- 
rived the name RayonnanI, often applied to the French 
Gothic style of the period J275-'375- 

THE BAIRTE CHAPELLE. In this beautiful royal chapel at 
Paris, built 1243-47, Gothic design was admirably exempli- 
fied in Che noble windows 15 by 50 feet in size, which per- 




haps furnished the models for those of Am 
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Denis. Each was divided by slender multions into four 
lancet-like |ights gathered under the rich tracery of the 
window -head. They were filled with stained glass of 
the raosl brilliant but harmonious hues. They occupy 
the whole available wall- 
spact, so that the ribbed 
vault internally seems al- 
most to rest on walls of 
glass, so slender are the 
visible supports and so 
effaced by the glow of 
color in the windows. 
Certainly lightness of 
construction and the sup- 
pression of the wall-ma- 
sonry could hardly be 
carried further than here 
(Fig, 121). Among other 
ciiapels of the same type 
arc those in the palace 
of St. Germain-en-Laye 
(1240), and a later exam- 
]ile in the chateau of Vin- 
cennes, begun by Charles 
VI., but not finished till 

PLAH8. The most radical change from the primitive 
basilican type was, as already explained in the last chapter, 
the continuation of the side aisles around the apse to form 
a clievet ; and later, the addition of chapels between the ex- 
ternal buttresses. Radiating chapels, usually semi-octagons 
or semi-decagons in plan, early appeared as additions to the 
chevet (Fig, 12a). These may have originated in the apsidal 
chapels of Romanesque churches in Auvergneand the South, 
as at Issoire, Clermont-Ferrand, Le Puy, and Toulouse 
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They generally superseded the transept-chapels of earlier 
churches, and added greatly to the beauty of the interior 
perspective, especially when the encircling aisles of the 
chevet were doubled. Notre Dame, as at first erected, 
had a double ambulatory, but no chapels. Bourges has 
only five very small semicircular chapels. Chartres (choir 
iz2o) and Le Mans, as reconstructed about the same date, 
have double ambulatories and radial chapels. After 1220 
the second ambulatory no longer appears. Noyon, Soissons, 
Reims, Amiens, Troyes, and Beauvais, Tours, Bayeux, and 
Coutances, Clermont, Limoges, and Narbonne all have the 
single ambulatory and radiating chevet-chapels. The Lady- 
chapel in the axis of the church was 
often made longer and more important 
than the other chapels, as at Amiens, 
Le Mans, Rouen, Bayeux, and Coutan- 
ces. Chapels also flanked the choir in 
most of the cathedrals named above, 
and Notre Dame and Tours also have 
side chapels to the nave. The only I 
cathedrals with complete double side 
aisles alike to nave, choir, and chevet, 
were Notre Dame and Bourges. It is 
somewhat singular that the German 
cathedral of Cologne is the only one 
in which all these various character- 
istic French features were united in 
one design (see Fig. 140). 

Local considerations had full sway no, u^.—phh op xuiuis 
in France, in spite of the tendency c«™edii«l. 

toward unity of type. Thus Dol, Laon, and Poitiers have 
square eastward terminations ; ChAlons has no ambulatory ; 
Bourges no transept. In Notre Dame the transept was 
almost suppressed. At Soissons one transept, at Noyon 
both, had semicircular ends. Alby, a late cathedral of brick, 
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, but mostly built during the fourteenth 
her side aisles nor transepts, its wide nave 
being flanked by chapels sepa- 
rated by internal buttresses {Fig. 
"3). 

lOALX. The French cathedrals 
were nearly all of imposing di- 
mensions. Noj'on, one of the 
smallest, is S3Z ^^^^ long; Sens 
measures 354, Laon, Bourges, 
Troyes, Notre Dame, Le Mans, 
Rouen, and Chartres vary from 
396 to 437 feet in extreme length ; 
Reims measures 4S3, and Amiens, 
the longest of all, 521 feeL Notre 
Dame is 1 24 feet wide across the 
five aisles of the nave ; Bourges, 
somewhat wider. The central 
1^ aisles of these two cathedrals, and 

of Laon.^niens, and Beauvais, have a span of not far from 
40 feet from centre to centre of the piers ; while the ridge 
of the vaulting, which in Notre Dame is 108 feet above the 
# pavement, and in Bourges 135, reaches in Amiens a height 
of 140 feet, and of nearly 160 in Beauvais. This emphasis 
of the height, from 3 to 3j4 times the clear width of the 
nave or choir, is one of the most striking features of the 
French cathedrals. It produces an impressive effect, but 
tends to dwarf the great width of the central aisle. 

EXTEBIOB DEBUIT. Here, as in the interior, every feature 
had itsi constructive raison iV^Ire, and the total effect was 
determined hy the fundamental structural scheme. This 
was especially true of the lateral elevations, in which the 
pinnacled buttresses, the flying arches, and the tracericd 
windows of the side aisle and clearstory, repeated uniform- 
ly at each bay, were the principal elements of the design. 
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rThe transept fajades and main front allowed greater scope 
tor invention and fancy, but even here the interior mera- 
bering gave the key to the composition. Strong buttresses 
marked the division of the aisles and resisted the thrust of 
the terminal pier arches, and rose windows filled the greater 
part of the wall space under the end of the lofty vaulting. 

I The whole structure was crowned by a steep-pitched roof of 
wood, covered with lead, copper, or tiles, to protect the vault 



I 
I 

{ 



from damage by 
the steep gables which 
crowned the transept 
and main facades. The 
main front was fre- 
quently adorned, above 
the triple portal, with 
a gallery of niches or 
tabernacles Tilled with 
statues of kings. Dif- 
ferent types of com- 
position are represent- 
ed by Chartres, Notre 
Dame, Amiens, Reims, 
and Rouen, of which 
Notre Dame (Fig. 1*4) 
and Reims are per- 
haps the finest. Notre 
Dame is especially re- 
markable for its state- 
ly simplicity and the 
even balancing of hori- 
zontal and vertical ele- 



nd moisture. This roof occasioned 




FOBCHES, In most French church fa^des the porches 
were the most striking features, with their deep shadows 
and sculptured arches The Romanesque porches were 
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usually limited in depth to the thickness of the front wall. 
The Gothic builders secured increased depth by projecting 
the portals out beyond the wall, and crowned them with 
elaborate gables. The vast central door was divided in two 
by a pier adorned with a niche and statue. Over this the 
tympanum of the arch was carved with scriptural reliefs ; 




the jambs and arches were profusely adorned with figures 
of saints, apostles, martyrs, and angels, under elaborate 
canopies. The porches of Laon, Bourges, Amiens, and 
Reims are especially deep and majestic in effect, the last- 
named (built ijSo) being the richest of all. Some of 
the transept facades also had imposing portals. Those of 
CtLartres (1210-1245) fank among the finest works of 
Gothic decorative architecture, the south porch in some 
respects surpassing that of the north transept. The portals 
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of the fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries were remark- 
able for the extraordiuary richness and minuteness of their 



tracery and sculptm 
dral and St. Maclou al 
Vendome, etc, 

XOWEBS AND SFISSB. 
ments reached its fulli 
spires of the churches. 
lofty belfry 
ing three h 



. at Abbeville, Aleni;on, the cathe- 
Itouen (Fig. 125), Tours, Troyes, 

The emphasizing of vertical ele- 

it expression in the towers and 

What had been at first merely a 

if was rapidly developed into the spire, ris- 

red feet or more into the air. This develop- 



ment had already made progress in the Romanesque period, 
and the south spire of Chartres is a notable example of late 
twelfth-century steeple design. The transition from the 
square tower to the slender octagonal pyramid was skil- 
fully effected by means of corner pinnacles and dormers. 
During and after the thirteenth century the development 
was almost wholly in the direction of richness and com- 
plexity of detail, not of radical constructive modification. 
The northern spire of Chartres (1515) and the spires of 
Bordeaux, Coutances, Senlis, and the Flamboyant church of 
St. Maclou al Rouen, illustrate this development. In Nor- 
mandy centra! spires were common, rising over the cross- 
ing of nave and transepts. In some cases the designers 
of cathedrals contemplated a group of towers ; this is evi- 
dent at Chartres, Coutances, and Reims. This intention 
was, however, never realized ; it demanded resources be- 
yond even the enthusiasm of the thirteenth century. Only 
in rare instances were the spires of any of the towers com- | 
pleted, and the majority of the French towers have square 
terminations, with low-pitched wooden roofs, generally in- 
visible from below. In general, French towers are martted 
by their strong buttresses, solid lower stories, twin win- 
dows in each side of the belfry proper — these windows be- 
ing usually of great size — and a skilful management of the 
transition to an octagonal plan for the belfry or the spire. 
14 
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JD WULrxUMI. The general sopenority of 
French Gothic work vas iallj maintaiDcd io its decorattre 
dcUiU. Especially fine is the figure scnipturc, which in xhc 
tbincenth and fourteenth centuries attained true notnJity 
of expression, combined with great truthfulness and deJJ- 
cac)' of execution. Some of its finest productions arc 
found in the great doorway jambs of the west portals of 
the cathedrals, and in the ranks of throned and adoring 



I 




angels which adorned their deep arches. These reach 
their highest beauty in the porUls of Reims (1380), The 
tahernaeles or carved niches in which such statues were set 
were Important elements in the decoration of the ezteriora 
of churches. 

Foliage forms were used for nearly all the minor carved^ 
ornaments, though grotesque and human figures sometimes 
took their place. The gargoyles through which the roof- 
water was discharged clear of the building, were almost 
always composed in the form of hideous monsters ; and 
symbolic beasts, like the oxen in the towers of Laon, or 
monsters lilcc those which peer from the lower balus- 
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trades of Notre Dame, were employed with some mystical 
significance in various parts of the building. But the cap- 
itals, corbels, crockets, iind finials were mostly composed of 
floral or foliage forms. Those of the twelfth and thirteenth 
centuries were for the most part simple in mass, and crisp 
and vigorous in design, imitating the strong shoots of early 
spring. The capitals were tall and slender, concave in 
profile, with heavy square or octagonal abaci. With the 
close of the thirteenth century this simple and forcible 
style of detail disappeared. The carving became more 
realistic ; the leaves, larger and more mature, were treated 
as if applied to the capital or moulding, not as if they 
grew out of it. The execution and detail were finer and 
more delicate, in harmony with the increasing slenderness 
and lightness of the architecture (Fig. 1260,1-). Traoery 
formB now began to be profusely applied to all manner of 
surfaces, and open-work gables, wholly unnecessary from 
the structural point of view, but highly effective as decora- 
tions, adorned the portals and crowned the windows. 

LiTl GOTHIC MOMnHEFTS. So far our attention has been 
mainly occupied with the masterpieces erected previous to 
1250. Among the cathedrals, relatively few in number, 
whose construction is referable to the second half of the 
century, that of Beanrais stands first in importance. De- 
signed on a colossal scale, its foundations were laid in 1125, 
but it was never completed, and the portion built — the 
choir and chapels — belonged really to the second half of 
the century, having been completed in 1270. But the col- 
lapse in 1284 of the central tower and vaulting of this in- 
complete cathedral, owing to the excessive loftiness and 
slenderness of its supports, compelled its entire reconstruc- 
tion, the number of the piers being doubled and the span of 
the pier arches correspondingly reduced. As thus rebuilt, 
the cathedral aisle was 47 feet wide from centre to centre 
of opposite piers, and 163 feel high to the top of the vault. 
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Transepts were added after 1500. LimogoB and Harbosiw, 
begun in 1272 on a large scale (though not equal in size 
to Beauvais), were likewise ntver completed. Both had 
choirs of admirable plan, with well-designed clie vet-chape Is. 
Many other cathedrals begun during this period were com- 
pleted only after long delays, as, for instance, Meaux, Rodez 
(1277), Toulouse (1272), and Alby (1282), finished in the 
sixteenth century, and Clermont (1248), completed under 
Napoleon III. But between 1260 or 1275 and 1350, work 
was actively prosecuted on many still incomplete cathe- 
drals. The choirs of Beauvais (rebuilding), Limoges, and 
Narbonne were finished after 1330 ; and towers, transept- 
fa9adeB, portals, and chapels added to many others of ear- 
lier date. 

The style of this period is sometimes designated as Bay^ 
onniuit, from the characteristic wheel tracery of the rose- 
windows, and the prevalence of circular forms in the lateral 
arched windows, of the late thirteenth and early fourteenth 
centuries. The great rose windoWs in the transepts of 
Notre Dame, dating from 1257, are typical examples of the 
style. Those of Rouen cathedral belong to the same cat- 
egory, though of later date. The fapade of Amiens, com- 
pleted by 1288, is one of the finest works of this style, of 
which an early example is the elaborate parish church of 
St Urtain at Troyes. 

THE FLAMBOYAHT 8TXIE. The geometric treatment of 
the tracery and the minute and profuse decoration of this 
period gradually merged into the fantastic and unrestrained 
extravagances of the Flamboyant style, which prevailed 
until the advent of the Renaissance — say 1525- The con- 
tinuous logical development of forms ceased, and in its place 
caprice and display controlled the arts of design. The 
finest monument of this long period is the fifteenth- century 
nave and central tower of the church of Bt Ouen at Rouen, a 
parish church of the first rank, begun in 1318, but not fin- 
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ifihed until 1515. The tracery of the lateral windows is still 
chiefly geometric, but the western rose window {Fig. m) 
and the magnificent central tower or lantern, exhibit in 
their tracery the florid decoration and wavy, flame-like lines 
of this style. SlenUerness of supports and the suppression of 
horizontal lines are here carried to an extreme ; and the 
church, in spite of its great elegance of detail, lacks the 
vital interest and charm of the earlier Gothic churches. 
The cathedral of Alenfon and the church of St. Madon at 
Rouen, have portals with unusually elaborate detail of tra- 
cery and carving; while the facade of Rouen cathedral 
(1509) surpasses all other examples in the lace-like minute- 
ness of its open-work and Its profusion of ornament. The 
churches of Bt. Jacqnes at Dieppe, and of St, Wnl&and at 
Abbeville, the facades of Tours and Troves, are among the 
masterpieces of the style. The upper part of the facade 
of Reims (1380-1418) belongs to the transition from the 
Rayonnant to the Flamboyant. While some works of this 
period are conspicuous for the richness of their ornamenta- 
tion, others are noticeably bare and poor in design, like St. 
Merri and St. S^verin in Paris. 

KECUUUt AHD HOKABTIC AKCEITECTirBZ. The building of 
cathedrals did not absorb all the architectural activity of 
the French during the Gothic period, nor did it by any 
means put an end to monastic building. While there are 
few Gothic cloisters to equal the Romanesque cloisters of 
Puy-en-V£lay, Monlmajour, F.lne, and Moissac, many of the 
abbeys either rebuilt their churches in the Gothic style 
after 1150, or extended and remodelled their conventual 
buildings. The cloisters of Fontfroide, Chaise-Dieu, and 
the Mont St. Michel rival those of Romanesque times, 
while many new refectories and chapels were built in the 
same style with the cathedrals. The most complete of 
these Gothic monastic establishments, that of the Kont 8t 
Miohel in Normandy, presented a remarkable aggregation 
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of buildings clustering around the steep isolated rock on 
which stands the abbey church. This was buiit in the 
eleventh century, and the choir and chapels remodelled in 
the sixteenth. The great refectory and dormitory, the 
cloisters, lodgings, and chapels, built in several vaulted 
stories against the cliffs, are admirable examples of the 
vigorous pointed-arch design of the early thirteenth cen- 
tury. 

Hospitali like that of St. Jean at Angers (late twelfth cen- 
tury), or those of Chartres,Ourscamps,Tonnerre, and Beaune, 
illustrate how skilfully the French could modify and adapt 
the details of their architecture to the special requirements 
of civil architecture. Great numbers of charitable institu- 
tions were built in the middle ages — asylums, hospitals, 
refuges, and the like — but very few of those in France are 
now extant. Town halls were built in the fifteenth century 
in some places where a certain amount of popular inde- 
pendence had been secured. The florid fifteenth-century 
FaUis de JuBtiee at Konen (1499-1508) is an example of 
another branch of secular Gothic architecture. In all these 
monuments the adaptation of means to ends is admirahle. 
Wooden ceilings and roofs replaced stone, wherever required 
by great width of span or economy of construction. There 
was little sculpture ; the wall-spaces were not suppressed 
in favor.of stained glass and tracery; while the roofs were 
usually emphasized and adorned with elaborate crestings 
and finials in lead or terra-cntta. 

DOHESTIC ABCHiIECXirBS. These same principles con- 
trolled the designing of houses, farm buildings, barns, 
granaries, and the like. The common closely-built French 
city house of the twelfth and thirteenth century is illus- 
trated by many extant examples at Cluny, Provins, and 
other towns. A shop opening on the street by a large arch, 
a narrow stairway, and two or three stories of rooms lighted 
by clustered, pointed-arched windows, constituted the com- 
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mon type. The street front was usually gabled and the 
roof steep. In the fourteenth or fifteenth century half- 
timbered construction began to supersede stone for town 
houses, as it permitted of encroaching upon the street by 
projecting the upper stories. Many of the half-timbered 
houses of the fifteenth century were of elaborate design. 
The heavy oaken uprights were carved with slender colon- 




nettes ; the horizontal sills, bracketed out over the stree^j 
were richly moulded ; picturesque dormers broke the sky^S 
line, and the masonry filling between the beams was fre-V 
quently faced with enamelled tiles. 

The more considerable houses or palaces of royalty,-! 
nobles, and wealthy citizens rivalled, and in time surpassed, 
the monastic buildings in richness and splendor. The 
earlier examples retain the military aspect, with moat and 
donjon, as in the Louvre of Charles V,, demolished In 
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the sixteenth century. The finest palaces are of late date, 
and the type is well represented by the Ducal Palace at 
Nancy (i4;6), the Hotel de Cluny {1485) at Paris, the Hotel 
Jacques Coeur at Bourges (Fig. 127), and the east wing of 
Blois (1498-1515), These palaces are not only excellently 
and liberally planned, with large halls, many staircases, and 
handsome courts ; they are also extremely picturesque with 
their square and circular towers, slender turrets, elaborate 
dormers, and rich carved detail. 



I10I(III[£HI& r (C. = cathedral ; A. = abbey ; trans. = transept : each 
edilice i^ given under the date of its commencement : subsequent altera- 
tions in p;irenlheses.} Between 1130 and 1200 : Vezelay A., ante-chapel, 
1130: St. Germer-de-FlyC.,li30-ll5o(chapenater): St. Denis A., choir. 
Ii40(choir rebuilt, oaveandlrana., 1840) ; SensC. tljo-68(\V. front, 13th 
century ; chapels, spire, I4tti) ; SenlisC, 1145-63 (trans., spire. :3Ih cen- 
tury) ; NoyonC.,il49-l20o{W. front, vaults, 13th century) ; St. Cermain- 
des-Pr& A., Paris, choir, il5o(RomanesqucnBve) : Angers C, ll5o(choir, 
Irans.. i!i74): Langres, 1150-1200; IriJonC, iiso-taoo; Le Mans C. nave, 
iiSo-58 (choir, iai7-s4): SoissonsC, 1 160-70 (choir, isra; nave chapels, 
14th century); Poitiers C, 1162-1204; Notre l.Vame, Paris, choir. 1163-96 
(nave, W. front finished, 1235 ; trans, fronts, and chapels, 1357-75); Char- 
tresC, W. end, 1170; rest, mainly 1194-98 (trans, porches. W. rose, 1210- 
n6o; N. spire, 150G) ; Tours C, 1170 (rebuilt, 1267 ; trans., portjds. 1375; 
W. portals, chapels, 15th century ; towers finished, 1507-47) 1 Lava] C. 
1180-85 (choir. 16th century) ; Mantes, church Notre Dame, iiBo-iaoo ; 
Bourses C. ngo-gs (E. end, laio; W. end, 1275); St. Nicholas at 
Caen, 1190 (vaults, 15th century) ; Reims, church St. Refmy, choir, end of 
12th century (Romanesque nave); church St. Leu d'Esserent, choir late 
I2lh century (nave, 13th century) ; Lyons C,, choir, end of 12th century 
(nave. 13th and 14th centuries) ; Elampes, church Notre Dame, lath and 
13th centuries.— 13th century : E\teux C. i2oa-75 (trans., central tower, 
1417 ; W. front rebuilt. 16th century) ; Rouen C.. 1202-20 (trans, portals, 
laSo; W. front, 1507) ; Nevers. 121 1, N. portal, 1280 (chapels. S. por- 
Ul, 15th century); Reims C. 1212-42 (W. front, 1380: W. toweis, 
14S0) ; Bayonne C, 1213 (nave, vaults. W, portal, 14th century) ; Troyes 
C, choir, 1114 (central tower, nave. W. portal, and towers, 15th century); 
Auxerre C, 1215-34 ("»«, W. end, trans., I4lh centUT) ; Amiens C, 
laZO-SS ; St. Etienne at Chalons-sur-Mame, 1230 (spire, 1520) ; S^ezC, 
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1230, rebuilt ia6o (remodelled 14th century) ; Nalre Dame de Dijon, 
1930; Reims. Lady chapel of Archbishop's palace, 1230; Chapel Royal 
at St, Gennain-en-Laye, 1^40 [ Ste. Chapelle at Paris, 1242-47 (W. rose, 
iSth ceDlury) ; Coutances C, 1254-74; fieauvais C, 1347-72 {rebuilt 
1337-47; trans, portals, 1500-48); Ncrtre Dame de Grace at Clermont, 
1148 (finished 1350) ; D61 C., I3lh century ; St. Martin-des-Champs at 
Paris, nave t3th century (choir Romanesque); llordeaux C, 1260; 
Narbonne C, 1273-1320; Limoges. 1273 (finished 16th century); St. 
Urt>ain, Troyes, 1264; Rodez C, 1277-1335 (altered, completed 16th 
century) ; church St. Quentin, 1280-1300 ; St. Benigne at Dijon, 1280-91 ; 
Alby C, l2Ba (nave, t4th ; choir, 15th century ; S, portal, 1473-1500) ; 
MeauxC. mainly rebuilt 1284 (W. end much altered t5lh, finished l6th 
century) ; Cahors C, rebuilt 1285-93 (W. front, islh century); Oriifans, 
1287-1328 (burned, rebuilt 1601-1829). — '4''' ""itury : St. Bertrand de 
Comminges, 1304-50; St. Nazaire at Carcassonne, choir and trans, on 
Romanesque nave; Montpellier C, 1364; St. Ouen at Rouen, choir, 
i3'8-3g (trans., 1400-39 ; nave, 1464-gi ; W. front, 1515) ; Royal Chapel 
at Vincennes, 1385 (?)-l525. — 15th and 16th century: St. Nizier at Lyons 
rebuilt; Si. Sivcrin, St. Merri, .St. Germain I'Auicrrois, all at Paris ; Notre 
Dame de I'Epine at Chalons-sur-Marne ; choir of St. Elienne Bt Beauvais ; 
SaintesC, rebuilt, 1450: St. Maclou at Rouen (finished i5th century); 
church at Brou ; St. Wultrand at Abljeville ; abbey of St. Riquier^these 
three all early 16th century. — Houses, Castles, and Palaces : Bishop'! 
palace at Pari^, iiOo (demolished) ; castle of Coucy, I22C^30 ; I.ouvre a) 
Paris (the original chateau), 1225-1350; Palais de Justice at Paris, originalljf ' J 
the royal residence, 1225-1400; Bishop's palace at Laon, 1245 (addition ' 
to Romanesque hall) ; caslle Montar^s. i3lh century ; castle Pierrefonda, 
Bishop's palace at Narbonnne, palace of Popes at Awgnon — nil I4lh cen- 
tury ; donjon of palace at Poitiers, 1395 ; HSlel des Ambassadeurs at 
Dijon, 1420 ; house of Jacques Cteur at Bourges, 1443 ; Palace, Dijon, 
1467 ; Ducal palace at Nancy. 1476 ; Hdtel Cluny at Paris. 1490 ; castie^ 
of Creil, late 15th century, finished in l6th ; E. wingpalaceof Blois, I49S>'I 
1515, for Louis XII.; Palace de Justice at Rouen, i499-iso8i 
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CHAPTER XVII. 

GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN GREAT BRITAIN. 

Books RF.criMMKNiiED : As before, Corroyer, Parker, 
Reber. Also, Bell's Series of Handbooks of Eu^Lsh Cathedrals. 
Billings, The Baronial and Ecclesiastical Antiquities of Scotland. 
Bond, Gothic Architecture in England. Brandon, Analysis of 
Gothic Architecture. Britton, Cathedral An tig uities of Great 
Britain. Ditchfield, TTie Cathedrals of England. Murray, Band- 
daoks of the English Cathedrals. Parker, Introduction to Gothic 
Architecture ; Glossary of Architectural Terms ; Companion to 
Glossary, etc. Rickman, An Attempt to Discriminate the Styles 
of English Architecture. Sharpe, Architectural Parallels ; 
The Seven Periods of English Architecture. Van Rensse- 
laer, English Cathedrals. Winkles and Moule, Cathedra] 
Churches of England and Wales. Willis, Architectural His- 
tory of Canterbury Cathedral ; ditto of Winchester Cathedral ; 
Treatise on Vaults. 

OESEBAL CHAKACTEE. Gothic architecture was developed 
in England under a strongly established royal power, with 
an episcopate in no sense hostile to the abbots or in arms 
against the barons. Many of the cathedrals had monastic 
chapters, and not infrequently abbots were invested with 
the episcopal rank. 

English Gothic architecture was thus by no means pre- 
dominantly an architecture of cathedrals. If architectural 
activity in England was on this account less intense and 
widespread in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries than in 
France, it was not, on the other hand, so sOon exhausted. 
Fewer new cathedrals were built, but the progressive re- 
building of those already existing seems not to have ceased 
nntil the middle or end of the fifteenth century. Architect- 
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ure in England developed more slowly, but more uniform- 
ly, than in France, It contented itself with simpler prob- 
lems; and if it failed to rival Amiens in boldness of construc- 
tion and in lofty majesty, it at least never perpetrated a 
folly like Beauvais. In richness of internal decoration, es- 
pecially in the mouldings and ribbed vaulting, and in the 
picturesque grouping of simple masses externally, the Brit- 
ish builders went far toward atoning for their structural * 
timidity. 

EAELY GOTHIC BDILDIHOB. The pointed arch and ribbed 
vault were importations from France. 
Early examples appear in the Cistercian 
abbeys of Furness and Kirkstall, and 
in the Temple Church at London 
(1185). But it was in the Choir of 
Caaterbory, as rebuilt by William of 
Sens, after the destruction by fire i 
1170 of Anselm's Norman choir, that > 
these French Gothic features w( 
first applied in a thoroughgoing m: 
ner. In plan this choir resembled that 
of the cathedral of Sens ; and its 
con pled round piers, with capitals 
carved with foliage, its pointed arches, 
its six-part vaulting, and its ehn'ct, 
were distinctly French. The Gothic 
details thus introduced slowly sup- ''"''" '^ATMBDRflL. 
planted the round arch and other Nor- 
man features, For fifty years the styles were more or less 
mingled in many buildings, though Linooln Cathedral, as re- 
built in 1185-1200, retained nothing of the earlier round- 
arched style. But the first church to be designed and built 
from the foundations in the new style was the cathedral 
of Saliibury (1220-1258; Fig. 128). Contemporary with 
Amiens, it is a homogeneous and typical example of the 
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Early English style. The predilection for great length ob- 
servable in the Anglo-Norman churches (as at Norwich and 
Durham) still prevailed, as it continued to do throughout 
the Gothic period ; Salisbury is 480 feet long. The double 
transepts, the long choir, the st|uare east end, the rela- 
tively low vault (84 feet to the ridge), the narrow grouped 
windows, all are thoroughly English, Only the simple 
four-part vaulting recalls French models. WestmiiiEter 
Abbey (1245-1269), on the other hand, betrays in a marked 
manner the French influence in its internal loftiness (100 
feet), its polygonal cfievet and chapels, and its strongly 
accented exterior flying-buttresses (Fig. 137). 

mXTUBE OP STYLES. Very few English cathedrals are as 
homogeneous as the two just mentioned, nearly all having 
midergone repeated remodellings in successive periods, 
Durham, Norwich, and Oxford are wholly Norman but for 
their Gothic vaults. Ely, Rochester, Gloucester, and Here- 
ford have Norman naves and Gothic choirs. Peterborough 
has an early Gothic facade and late Gothic retro-choir added 
to an otherwise completely Norman structure. Winchester 
is a Norman church remodelled with early Perpendicular de- 
tails. The purely Gothic churches and cathedrals, except 
parish churches — in which England is very rich — are not 
nearly as numerous in England as in France. 

PEEIODS. The development of English Gothic archi- 
tecture followed the same general sequence as the French, 
and like it the successive stages were most conspicuously 
characterized by the forms of the tracery. 

The Early English or Lancet period extended roundly 
from 1 175 or 1180 to 1280, and was marked by simplicity, 
dignity, and purity of design. 

The DucoRATED or Geometric period covered another 
century, 1280 to 1380, and was characterized by its decora- 
tive richness and greater lightness of construction. 

The Peri'i;ndicular period extended from 1380, or 
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thereabout, well into the sixteenth century. Its salient 
features were the use of fan-vaulting, four-centred arches, 
and tracery of predominantly vertical and horizontal lines. 
The tardy introduction of Renaissance forms finally put 
an end to the Gothic style in England, after a long period 
of mixed and transitional architecture. 

VAULTIHO. The richness and variety of Knglish vaulting 
contrast strikingly with the persistent uniformity of the 
French. A few of the early 
Gothic vaults, as in the aisles 
of Peterborough, and later 
the naves of Durham, Salis- 
bury, and Gloucester, were 
simple four-part, ribbed 
vaults substantially like the 
French. But the Enylish 
disliked and avoided 
twisted and dome-like ■- 
faces of the French vlhi 
preferring horizontal ridyi;^, 
and, in the filling-masonry, 
straight courses meeting at 
the ridge in zigzag lines, as 
in southwest France (see p. 
aoo). This may be seen in 
Westminster Abbey. The 
idea of ribbed construction 
was then seized upon and given a new application. By 
springing a large number of ribs from each point of sup- 
port, the vaulting-surfaces were divided into long, narrow, 
triangles, the filling of which was comparatively easy 
(Fig. 129). The ridge was itself furnished with a straight 
rib, decorated with carved rosettes or bosses at each inter- 
section with a vaulting-rib. The naves and choirs of 
Lincoln, Lichfield, Exeter, aud the nave uf Westminster 
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illustrate this method. The logical corollary of this 
practice was the introduction of minor ribs called Hemes, 
connecting the main ribs and forming complex reticulated 
and star-shaped patterns. Vaults of this description are 
among the most beautiful in England. One of the richest 
is in the choir of Gloucester (1337-1377). Less correct 
constructively is that over the choir of Wells, while the 
choir of Ely, the nave of Tewkesbury Abbey (Fig, 130), and 



I 




all the vaulting of Winchester as rebuilt by William of 
Wykeham (1390), illustrate the same system. Such vaults 
are called lierne or star vaults. 

rAH-V&xriTIJie. The next step in the process may be ob- 
served in the vaults of the choir of Oxford Cathedral (Christ 
Church), of the retro-choir of Peterborough, of the clois- 
ters of Gloucester, and many other examples. The di- 
verging ribs bi-ing made of uniform curvature, the severeyi 
(the inverted pyramidal vani ling-masses springing from each 
support) became a species of concave conoids, meeting at the 
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ridge ia such a way as to leave a series of flat lozenge-shaped 
spaces at the summit of the vault {Fig. 136). The ribs were 
multiplied indefinitely, and losing thus in individual and 
structural importance became a mere decorative pattern of 
tracery on the severeys. To conceal the awkward flat loz- 
enges at the ridge, elaborate panelling was resorted to ; or, 
in some cases, long stone pendents were inserted at those 
points— a device highly decorative but wholly unconslruc- 
tive. At Cambridge, 
in King's College 
Chapel, at U'iiulsor, 
in St, George's Chap 
el, and in the Chapel 
of Henry VII. at 
Westminster, this 
sort of vaulting re- 
ceived its most elab- 
orate development. 
The fart-Tault, as it 
is called, illustrates 
the logical evolution 
of a decorative ele- 
ment from a struct- 
ural starting - point, 

leading to results far """ '3"-— '■" i-i- "> mi.m ih-i-ii..i r. "t.iL- 

removed from the 

original conception. Rich and sumptuous as are these 
ceilings, they are with all their ornament less satisfactory 
than the ribbed vaults of the preceding period. 

CHAFTEK-HOHSEB. One of the most beautiful forms of 
ribbed vaulting was developed in the polygonal halls erect- 
ed for the deliberations of the cathedral chapters of Lincoln 
(1225), Westminster (1250), Salisbury (1250), and Wells 
(1292), in which the vault-ribs radiated from a central col- 
umn to the sides and angles of the polygon (Fig, 131). If 
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these vaults were less majestic than domes of the same di- 
ameter, they were far more decorative and picturesque, while 
the chapter-houses themselves were the most original and 
striking products of English Gothic art. Every feature 
was designed with strict regard for the structural system 
determined by the admirable vaulting, and the Sainte Cha- 
pelle was not more logical in its exemplification of Gothic 
principles. To the four above-mentioned examples should 
be added that of York (1280-1330), which differs from 
them in having no central column : by some critics it is 
esteemed the finest of them all. Its ceiling is a Gothic 
dome, 57 feet in diameter, but unfortunately executed in 
wood. Its geometrical window-tracery and richly canopied 
stalls are admirable. 

OCTAOOV AT SLT. The magnificent Ootftgon of Ely Cathe- 
dral, at the intersection of the nave and transepts, belongs in 
the same category with these polygonal chapter-house 
vaults. It was built by Alan of VValsingham in 1337, after 
the fall of the central tower and the destruction of the ad- 
jacent bays of the choir. It occupies the full width of the 
three aisles, and covers the ample space thus enclosed with 
a simple but beautiful groined and ribbed vault of wood 
reaching to a central octagonal lantern, which rises much 
higher and shows externally as well as internally. Unfort- ■ 
unately, this vault is of wood, and would require important 
modifications of detail if carried out in stone. But it is so 
noble in general design and total effect, that one wonders 
the type was not universally adopted for the crossing in all 
cathedrals, until one observes that no cathedral of impor- 
tance was built after Walsingham's time, nor did any other 
central towers opportunely fall to the ground. 

WDIDOWB AND TBACEET- In the Early English Period 
{woo-1280 or 1300) the windows were tall and narrow 
{lancet windows), and generally grouped by twos and threes, 
though sometimes four and even five are seen together (ai 
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; "Five Sisters" in the N, transept of York), In the 
nave of Salisbury and the retro-choir of Ely the side aisles 
are lighted by coupled windows and the clearstory by triple 
windows, the central one higher than the others — a surviv- 
ing Norman practice. Plate-tracery was, as in France, an 
intermediate step leading to the development of bar-tra- 
cery (see Fig. no). The English followed here the same 
reasoning as the French. At first the openings constituted 
the design, the intervening stonework being of secondary 
importance. Later the forms of tlit^ 
openings were subordinated to '. ' 
pattern of the stone framework 

bars, arches, circles, and cusps. I '■. ■ '^ 

tracery of this description prev;iiii 

in England through the greater j' 3 

of the Decorated Period (i 280-1 3S 
and somewhat resembled the CMii 
temporary French geometric tracirv , 
though more varied and less rigidiy 
constructive in design. An early 
example of this tracery occurs in „a. .j.. — cloistkbs, iwut- 
the cloisters of Salisbury (Fig. 133) ; ""■' cathkpk.i. (showing 
others in the clearstories of the housb). 
choirs of Lichfield, Lincoln, and Ely, 

the nave of York, and the chapter-houses mentioned above, 
where, indeed, it seems to have received its earliest develop- 
ment. After the middle of the foizrteenth century lines of 
double curvature were introduced, producing what is called 
flowing tracery, somewhat resembling the French flamboyant, 
though earlier in date (Fig. 111). Examples of this style 
are found in Wells, in the side aisles and triforium of the 
choir of Ely, and in the S. transept rose-window of Lincoln, 

THE PEBFSSDicnLlB STTLE. Flowing tracery was, how- 
ever, a transitional phase of design, and was soon super- 
seded by Perpendicular tracery, in which the muUions were 
>5 
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carried through lo the top of the arch and intersected by 
horizontal transoms. This formed a very rigid and me- 
chanically correct system of stone framing, but lacked the 
grace and charm of the two preceding periods. The ear- 
liest examples are seen in the work of Edington and of 
Wykeham in the reconstructed cathedra! of Winchester 
(1360-1394), where the 
tracery was thus made 
to harmonize with the 
accentuated and multi- 
plied vertical lines of 
the interior design. It 
W3S at this late date 
that the English seem 
first to have fully ap- 
propriated the Gothic 
ideas of emphasised 
vertical elements and 
wall surfaces reduced 
to a minimum. The 
development of fan- 
vaulting had led to the 
adoption of a new form 
of arch, the four-cen- 
tred or Tudor arch (Fig. 

depressed apex of the 
vault. The whole design internally and externally was 
thenceforward controlled by the form of the vaulting and 
of the openings. The windows were made of enormous 
size, especially at the east end of the choir, which was 
square in nearly all English churches, and in the west win- 
dows over the entrance. These windows had already 
reached, in the Decorated Period, an enormous size, as at 
York ; in the Perpendicular Period the two ends of the 
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church were as nearly as possible converted into walls of 
glass. The E.ist Window of Gloucester reaches the pro- 
digious dimensions of 38 by 72 feet. The most complete 
examples of Ihe Perpendicular tracery and of the style in 
general are the three chapels already mentioned (p. 223); 
those, namely, of King's College at Cambridge, of St. George 
at Windsor, and of Henry VII. in Westminster Abbey. 

COBBTSUCTITi: DESIQK. The most striking peculiarity of 
English (lolhic design was its studious avoidance of temer- 
ity or venturesoniencss in construction. Both the height 
and width of the nave were kept within very moderate 
bounds, and the supports were never reduced to extreme 
slenderness. While much impressiveness of effect was un- 
doubtedly lost thereby, there was some gain in freedom of 
design, and there was less obtrusion of constructive ele- 
ments in the exterior composition. The flying-buttress be- 
came a feature of minor importance where the clearstory 
was kept low, as in most English churches. In many cases 
the flying arches were hidden under the aisle roofs. The 
English cathedrals and larger churches are long and low, 
depending for effect mainly upon the projecting masses of 
their transepts, the imposing square central towers which 
commonly crown the crossing, and the grouping of the 
main structure with chapter- houses, cloisters, and Lady- 
chapels. 

VBOITTB. The sides and east ends were, in most cases, 
more successful than the west fronts. In these the Eng- 
lish displayed a singular indifference or lack of creative 
power. They produced nothing to rival the majestic 
faf:ades of Notre Dame, Amiens, or Reims, and their portals 
are almost ridiculously small. The front of York Cathe- 
dral is the most notable in the list for its size and elaborate 
decoration. Those of Lincoln and Peterborough are, how- 
ever, more interesting in the picturesqueness and singularity 
of their composition. The first-named forms avast arcaded 
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screen, masking the bases of the two westero towers, and 
pierced by three huge Norman arches, retained from the 
original facade. The west front of Peterborough is likewise 
a mask or screen, mainly composed of three colossal re- 
cessed arches, whose vast scale completely dwarfs the little 
porches which give ad- 
niittanceto the church. 
Salisbury has a curious- 
ly illogical and ineffec- 
tive fapade. Those of 
Lichfield and Vella are, 
on the other hand, im- 
posing and beautiful 
designs, the first with 
its twin spires and rich 
arcading (Fig. 134), the 
r^ccoiid with its unu- 
hULil wealth of figure- 
sculpture, and massive 
square towers. 

GEHTBAL TOWZSI. 
These are the most 

_ _ _ „ successful features of 

English exterior de- 
sign. Most of them form lanterns internally over the cross- 
ing, giving to that point a considerable increase of dignity. 
Externally they are usually massive and lofty square towers, 
and having been for the most part completed during 
the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries they are marked 
by great richness and elegance of detail. Durham, York, 
Ely, Canterbury, Lincoln, and Gloucester may be mentioned 
as notable examples of such square towers ; that of Canter- 
bury is the finest. Two or three have lofty spires over 
the lantern. Among these, that of Salisbury is chief, rising 
434 feet from the ground, admirably designed in every de- 
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tail. It was not completed till the middle of the four- 
teenth century, but most fortunately carries out with great 
felicity the spirit of the earlier style in which it was begun. 
Lichfield and Chichester have somewhat similar central 
spires, but less happy in propor- 
tion and detail than the beautiful 
Salisbury example. 

IVTEBIOB jasiQS. In the Nor- 
man churches the pier - arches, 
triforium, and clearstory were 
practically equal. In the Gothic 
churches the pier-arches gener- 
ally occupy the lower half of the 
height, the upper half being divid- 
ed nearly equally between the tri- 
forium and clearstory, as in Lin- 
coln, Lichfield (nave), Ely<choir). 
In some cases, however (as at 
Salisbury, Westminster, Win- 
chester, choir of Lichfield), the 
clearstory is magnified at the ex- 
pense of the triforium (Fig. 135). 
Three peculiarities of design 
sharply distinguish the English 
treatment of these features 
from the French. The first is 
the multiplicity of fine moulding) 
the second is the decorative elaboration of design in 
the triforium ; the third, the variety in the treatment of 
the clearstory. In general the English interiors arc much 
more ornate than the French. Black Purbeck marble is 
frequently used for the shafts clustered around the central 
core of the pier, giving a striking and somewhat singular 
effect of contrasted color. The rich vaulting, the highly 
decorated triforium, the moulded pier-arches, and at the 




er-arches ; 
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end of the vista the great east window, produce an impres- 
sion very different from the more simple and lofty state- 
liness of the French cathedrals. The great length and Inw- 
ness of the English interiors combine with this decorative 
richness to give the impression of repose and grace, rather 
than of majesty and power. This tendency reached its 
highest expression in the Perpendicular churches and 
chapels, in which every surface was covered with minute 
panelling. 

OABVDdi. In the Early English Period the details were 
carved with a combined delicacy and vigor deserving of the 
highest praise. In the capitals and corbels, crockets and 
finials, the foliage was crisp and fine, curling into convex 
masses and seeming to spring from the surface which it 
decorated. Mouldings were frequently ornamented with 
foliage of this character in the hollows, and another orna- 
ment, the dog-tooth or pyramiii, often served the same pur- 
pose, introducing repeated points of light into the shadows 
of the mouldings. These were fine and complex, deep hol- 
lows alternating with round mouldings ibmi'tds) sometimes 
made pear-shaped in section by a fillet on one side. Cusping 
— the decoration of an arch or circle by triangular projec- 
tions on its inner edge — was introduced during this period, 
and became an important decorative resource, especially in 
tracery design. In the Decorated Period the foliage was 
less crisp ; sea-weed and oak-leave.";, closely and confusedly 
bunched, were used in the capitals, while crockets were 
larger, double-curved, with leaves swelling into convexities 
like oak-galls. Geometrical and flowing tracery were de- 
veloped, and the mouldings of the tracery-bars, as of other 
features, lost somewhat in vigor and sharpness. The ^U- 
ftower or button replaced the dog's-tooth, and the hollows 
were less frequently adorned with foliage. 

In the Perpendicular Period nearly all flat surfaces were 
panelled in designs resembling the tracery of the windows. 
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The capitals were less important than those of the preced- 
ing periods, and the mouldings weaker and less effective. 
e Tudor rose appears as an ornament in square panels 
and on flat surfaces ; and moulded battlements, which first 
appeared in Decorated work, now become a frequent crown- 
ing motive in place of a cornice. There is less originality 
and variety in the ornament, but a great increase in its 
amount (Fig, 136), 




PUHB. English church plans underwent, during the 

Gothic Period, but little change from the general types es- 
tablished previous to the thirteenth century. The Gothic 
cathedrals and abbeys, like the Norman, were very long 
and narrow, with choirs often nearly as long as the nave, and 
almost invariably with square eastward terminations. There 
is no example of double side aisles and side chapels, and 
apsidal chapels are very rare. Canterbury and Westminster 
(Fig. 137) are the chief exceptions to this, and both show 
clearly the French influence. Another striking peculiarity 
of the English plans is the frequent occurrence of second- 
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ary transepts, adding greatly to tlie external picturesqueness. 
These occur in rudimentary form in Canterbury, and at 
Durham the Chapel of the Nine Altars, added i24?-iz90 to 
the eastern end, forms in realitya secondary transept. This 
feature is most per- 
fectly developed in the 
cathedral of Salisbury 
(Fig. 128), and appears 
also at Lincoln, W'orces. 
ter, Wells, and a few 
other examples. The 
English cathedral plans 
are also distinguished 
by the retention or in- 
corporation of many 
conventual features, 
such as cloisters, libra- 
ries, and halls, and by 
the grouping of chap- 
ter-houses and Lady- 
chapels with the main 
edifice. Thus the Eng- 
lish cathedral plans and 
those of the great ab- 
nc. 137.— IAS ER HA r F wisTM NSTHR *M«v. jjgy chuTches preseut a 
a Htnr,vi!'!chatii marked contrast with 

those of France and the 
Continent generally. While Amiens, the greatest of French 
cathedrals, is5ii feet long, and internally 140 feet high, Ely 
measures 565 feet in length, and less than 75 feet in height. 
Notre Dame is 148 feet wide ; the English naves are usu- 
ally under 80 feet in total width of the three aisles. 

FABISH CHUSCHEB. Many of these were of exceptional 
beauty of composition and detail. They display the great- 
est variety of plan, churches with two equal-gabled navea 
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side by side being not uncommon. A considerable propor- 
tion of them date from the fourteenth and fifteenth cen- 
turies, and are chiefly interesting for their square, single, 
west towers and their curved wooden ceilings {see below). 
The tower was usually built over the central western 
porch ; broad and square, with corner buttresses terminal* 
ing in pinnacles, it was usually finished without spires. 
Crenelated battlements crowned the upper story. When 
spires were added the transition from the square tower to 
the octagonal spire was effected by broaches or portions of 
a square pyramid intersecting the base of the spire, or by 
corner pinnacles and flying-buttresses. 

WOODEH OEILIHOS. The English treated woodwork with 
consummate skill. They invented and developed a variety 
of forms of roof-truss 
in which the proper 
distribution of the 
strains was combined 
with a highly decora- 
tive treatment of the 
several parts by carv- 
ing, moulding, and ar- 
cading. The ceiling j 
surfaces between the 
trusses were handled 
decoratively, and the ' 
oaken open - timber 
ceilings of many of the 
English churches and 1 
civic or academic halls '■""'■ 

(Christ Church Hall, Oxford ; Westminster Hall, London) 
are such noble and beautiful works as quite to justify the 
substitution of wooden for vaulted ceilings (Fig. 138). The 
Aammfr-iieam iTus:^ was in its way as highly scientific, and 
ffisthetically as satisfactory, as any feature of French Gothic 
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Stone construction. Without the use of tie-rods to keep 
the rafters from spreading, it brought the strain of the roof 
upon internal brackets low down on the wall, and produced 
a beautiful effect by the repetition of its graceful curvts in 
each truss. 

CHAPELS AMD HALLS. Many of these rival the cathedrals 
in beauty and dignity of design. The royal chapels at 
Windsor and Westminster have already been mentioned, as 
well as King's College Chapel at Cambridge, and Christ 
Church Hall at Oxford. To these college hails should be 
added the chapel of Merton College at Oxford, and the 
beautiful chapel of St. Stephen at Westminster, most un- 
fortunately demolished when the present Parliament House 
was erected. The Lady-chapels of Gloucester and Ely, 
though connected with the cathedrals, are really indepen- 
dent designs of late date, and remarkable for the richness 
of their decoration, their great windows, and elaborate 
ribbed vaulting. Some of the halls in mediaeval castles and 
manor-houses are also worthy of note, especially for their 
timber ceilings. 

imiOB MOHDUBHTS. The Student of Gothic architecture 
should also give attention to the choir -screens, tombs, and 
chantries which embellish many of the abbeys and cathe- 
drals. The rood-screen at York is a notable example of 
the first ; the tomb of De Gray in the same cathedral, and 
tombs and chantries in Canterbury, Winchester, Weslmin- 
ster Abbey, Ely, St. Alban's Abbey, and other churches are 
deservedly admired. In these the English love for o 
ment, for minute carving, and for the contrast of white a 
colored marble, found unrestrained expression. To these 
should be added the market-crosses of Salisbury and Win- 
chester, and Queen Eleanor's Cross at Waltham. 

DOKESTio ABCHITECTTIEE. The medieval castles of Great 
Britain belong to the domain of military engineering rather 
than of the history of art. though occasionally presenting 
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to view details of considerable architectural beauty. The 
growth of peace and civic order is marked by the erection 
of manor-houses, the residences of wealthy landowners. 
Some of these houses are of iiiiposii'g size, and show the 
application to domestic requirements, of the late Gothic 
style which prevailed in the period to which most of them 
belong. The windows are square or Tudor-arched, with 
stone mullions and transoms of the Perpendicular style, 
and the walls terminate in merlons or crenelated parapets, 
recalling the earlier military structures. The palace of 
the bishop or archbishop, adjoining the cathedral, and 
the residences of the dean, canons, and clergy, together 
with the libraries, schools, and gates of the cathedral en- 
closure, illustrate other phases of secular Gothic work. 
Few of these structures are of striking architectural merit, 
but they possess a picturesque charm which is very attrac- 
tive. 

Not many stone houses of the smaller class remain from 
the Gothic period in England. But there is hardly an old 
town that does not retain many of the half-timbered dwell- 
ings of the fifteenth or even fourteenth century, some of 
them in excellent preservation. They are for the most 
part wider and lower than the French houses of the same 
class, but are built on the same principle, and, like them, 
the woodwork is more or less richly carved. 

KOHmzniS: (A. = abbey church; C. = cathedral; r. = ruined; 
trans. = transept ; each monument is given under the date of the earliest 
extant Gothic work upon it, with additions of later periods in parentheses.) 

Ea&lv ENGU!iH : Kirkstall A., 1152-83, Rrst pointed arches; Canter- 
bury C, choir, 1175-84 (nave, 1378-1411 ; central tower, 1500) ; Lincoln 
C, choir, trans., ngz-iaoo (vault, 1350: nave and E, end, ij6o-8o); Lich- 
field C, 1200-50 (W. front, 1275 ; presbytery, 1325); Worcester C., choir, 
1203-18, nave partly Norman (W. end, 1375-95); ChicheslerC., 1204-44 
<spire rebuilt 17th century) ; Fountains A., 1205-46: Salisbury C, iMO-58 
(cloister, chapter-h., 1263-84; spire. 1331}: Elgin C, 1224-44; WellsC, 
ll75-iao(i(W. front 1225, choirl--iter,chapler-h. ,129a); RochesterC.,1225- 
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39 (nitve Norman) ; York C, S. trans., 1215 ; N. trans,, 1160 (nave, chap- 
ler-h., iagi-1345 ; W. window, 1338 ; central tower, i3Sif-i407 : E. win- 
dow, 1407) : Southwell Minster, 1233-94 (nave Norman) ; Ripon C., :s33- 
94 (central tower, 1459) ; Ely C. choir, :ia9-54 (nave Norman ; octagon 
and presbytery, 1323-62) ; Pelerborougli C. W. front, 1237 (nave Norman ; 
retro-choir, late 14th century) ; Netlcy A., 1339 (r.) j Durham C, " Nine 
Alurs " and E. end choir, 1235-90 (nave, choir, Norman ; W. window, 
1341 ; central tower finished, 1480) ; Glasgow C. (with remarkable Early 
English crypt), 1342-77 ; Gloucester C, nave vaulted, 1339-43 {nave 
mainly Nonnan ; choir, 1337-51; cloisters, 1375-1413; W. end, 1420- 
37 ; central tower, 1450-57) ; Westminster A., 1845-69 ; St. Mary's A. , 
York, 1272-92 (r,). 

Decorated: Merton College Chapel, Onford, 1274-1300; Hereford 
C, N. lians., chapter-h., cloisters, vaulting, 1275-92 (nave, choir, Nor- 
man) ; Exeler C, choir, Irans., 1279-91 ; nave, 1331-50 (E. end re- 
modelled, 1390); LichlieldC,, Lady-chapel, 1310; Ely C, Lady-chapel, 
1321-49; Melrose A., 1337-99 (nave, 1500; r.) ; SL Stephen's Chapel. 
Westminster, 1349-64 (demolished) ; Edington church, 1353-61 ; Carlisle 
C, E, end and upper parts, 1353-95 (nave in part and S. trans. Nonnan ; 
lower finished, 1419) : Winchester C, W. end remodelled, 1360-66 (nave 
and aisles, 1394-1410; trans, partly Norroan) ; York C, Lady-chapel, 
1363-73 ; churches of Patrington and Hull, late 14th century. 

Perpendicular: Holy Cross Cburch, Canierbuiy, 1380; St. Mary's, 
Warwick, 1381-91; Manchester C, 14^3: St- Mary's, Bury St. Ed- 
munds, 1424-33; Beaiichnmp Chapel, Warwick, 1439; King's College 
Cliapel, Cambridge, 1440; vaults. 1508-15; St. Mary's Redcliffe, Bristol, 
1442 ; Roslyn Chapel, Edinburgh, 1446-90 ; Gloucester C, Lady-chapel, 
1457-98 ! St. Mary's, Slratford-on-AvvDn, 1465-qi ; Norwich C, upper 
part and E. end of choir, i47»-99 (tiie 'c*' mainly Norman) ; Si. George's 
Chapel, Windsor, 1481-1508 ; choir vaulted, 1507-30 ; Dath A., 1500-39 ; 
Chapel of Henry VH., Westminster, 1503-ao. 

AcADKiillC AM) Secular Buildi\gs: Winchester Castle Hall, 122a- 
35; Merton College Chapel, Oxford, 1274-1300; Library Merton College, 
»3S4-79; Norborough Hall, 1356; Windsor Castle, upper ward, 135^73; 
Winchester College, 1387-93 ; Wardour Castle, 139a ; Westminster Hall, 
rebuilt, 1397-99 ; St. Mary's Hall, Coventry, 1401-14 ; Warkworth Castle, 
1440 ; St. John's College, All Soul's College, Oxford. 1437 ; Eton College, 
1441-1522; Divinity Schools, Oxford, 1445-54; Magdalen College, 0»" 
ford, I475-B0, tower, ijuo ; Christ Church Hall, Oxford, 1539. 




GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN GERMANY. THE NETH- 
ERLANDS, AND SPAIN, 



Books Recommended : As before, Corroyer, Reber. 
Also, Adler, Mittelallerlieh€ BacksUin-Bauwerke des preus- 
sisehen Staates. Essenwein {Hdiuch. d. Arch.), Die romanische 
und die gothische Baukunst; Her Wokttbau. Hasak, Die ro- 
manische und diegothische Baukunst; Kirchenbau; Ein%elheiten 
des Kirchenbaues (both in Hdbuch.d. Arch.]. Haseand others, 
Die mitlelalterlicken Baudenkmdler Niedersachsens. Kallen- 
bach, Chronologic der lieiilschen mittelalterlichen Saiiktins/. 
Liibke, Ecclesiastical Arl in Germany during the Middle Ages. 
Redtenbacher, Leitfaden zum Studium der mittelalterlichen 
Baukunst. Street, Gothic Architecture in Spain. Uhde, Bau- 
denkmdler in Spanien. Ungewitter, Lehrbuch der gothischen 
Constnielionen. Villa Atiail, Uispania Artistica y Monumental. 



ZASLY GOTHIC WOBES. The Gothic architecture of Ger- 
many is less iuterestinjj to the general student than that of 
France and England, not only because its development was 
less systematic and more provincial, but also because it 
produced fewer works of high intrinsic merit. The intro- 
duction into Germany of the pointed style was tardy, and 
its progress slow. Romanesque architecture had created 
imposing types of ecclesiastical architecture, which the con- 
servative Teutons were slow to abandon. The result was 
a half-century of transition and a mingling of Romanesque 
and Gothic forms. St. Castor, at Coblentj;, built as late as 
i2oS, is wholly Romanesque. Kven when the pointed arch 
and vault had fmally come into genera! use, the plan and 
the constructive system slill remained predominantly Ro- 
manesque. The western apse and short sanctuary of the 
earlier plans were retained. There was no triforium, the 
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clearstory was insignificant, and the whole aspect low 
and massive. The Germans avoided, at first, as did the 
English, the constructive audacities and difficulties of the 
French Gothic, but showed less of invention and grace 
than their English neighbors. When, however, through 
the influence of foreign models, especially of the great 
French cathedrals, and through the employment of for- 
eign architects, the Gothic styles were at last thoroughly 
domesticated, a spirit of ostentation took the place of the 
earlier conservatism. Technical cleverness, exaggerated 
ingenuity of detail, and constructive tours de force charac- 
terize most of the German Gothic work of the late four- 
teenth and of the fifteenth century. This is exemplified 
in the slender mullions of Ulm, the lofty and complicated 
spire of Strasburg, and the curious traceries of churches 
and houses in Nuremberg. 

PESIODB. The periods of German medi<eval architecture 
corresponded in sequence, though not in date, with the 
movement elsewhere. The maturing of the true Gothic 
styles was preceded by more than a half-century of transi- 
tion. Chronologically the periods may be broadly stated 
a^ follows : 

ThK TRANSlTIONAt, 1170-1225. 

The Early Pointed, 1225-1275, 

The Middle or Decorated, 1275-1350. 

The Florid, 1350-1530- 

These divisions are, however, far less clearly defined 
than in France and England. The development of forms 
was less logical and consequential, and less uniform in the 
different provinces, than in those western lands. 

COBSTBUCTIOK, As already remarked, a tenacious hold of 
Romanesque methods is obser\'abie in many German Gothic 
monuments. Broad wall-surfaces with small windows and 
a general massiveness and lowness of proportions were long 
preferred to the more slender and lofty forms of true 
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Gothic design. Square vaulting-bays were persistently ad- 
hered to, covering two aisie-bays. The six-part system 
was only rarely resorted to, as at Schlettstadt, and in St. 
George at Limburg-on-the-Lahn (Fig. 139), The ribbed 
vault was an imported idea, and was never systematically 
developed. Under the final dominance of French models 
in the second half of the thir- 
teenth century, vaulting in ob- 
long bays became more gen- 
eral, powerfully influenced by 
buildings like Freiburg, Co- 
logne, Oppenheim, and Ratis- 
bon cathedrals. In the four- 
teenth century the growing 
taste for elaboration and rich 
detail led to the introduction 
of multiplied decorative ribs. 
These, however, did not come 
into use, as in England, through 
a logical development of con- 
structive methods, but purely as 
decorative features. The Ger- 
man multiple-ribbed vaulting is, 

therefore, less satisfying than -^ H— -^— ^^t 

the English, though often ele- 
gant. Conspicuous examples of ' '^Xt. cBoiiaii,"LiwBL'BG. 
its application are found in the 

cathedrals of Freiburg, Ulm, Prague, and Vienna ; in St. 
Barbara at Kuttenberg, and many other important churches. 
But with all the richness and complexity of these net-lrke 
vaults the Germans developed nothing like the fan-vaulting 
or chapter-house ceilings of England. 

SIDE AIBLEB. The most notable structural innovation of 
the Germans was the raising of the side aisles to the same 
height as the central aisle in a number of important 
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churches. They thus created a distinctly new tj-pe, to 
which German writers have given the name of kali-church. 
The result of this innovation was to transform completely 
the internal perspective of the church, as well as its struct- 
ural membering. The clearstory disappeared ; the central 
aisle no longer dominated 
the interior ; the pier-arch- 
es and side- walls were 
greatly increased in height, 
and flying buttresses were 
no longer required. The 
whole design appeared in- 
ternally more spacious, but 
lost greatly in variety and 
in interest. The cathedral 
of St. Stephen at Vienna 
is the most imposing in- 
stance of this treatment, 
which first appeared in the 

r.C. I,i..-SKi.T.UT. QJ^ST. ELIZABETH, «A«- ^.^^^^^^ pf gf EJizabeth at 

Marburg (1235-83; F'g- 
140). St. Barbara at Kutienberg, St. Martin's at Landshut 
{1404), and the cathedral of Munich are others among 
many examples of this type. 

TOWEBS AND 8PIBEB. The same fondness for spires which 
had been displayed in the Rhenish Romanesque churches 
produced in the Gothic period a number of strikingly beau- 
tiful church steeples, in which openwork tracery was sub- 
stituted for the solid stone pyramids of earlier examples. 
The most remarkable of these spires are those of Freiburg 
(1300), Strasburg, and Cologne cathedrals, of the church at 
Rsslingen, St. Martin's at Landshut, and the cathedral of 
Vienna. In these the transition from the simi)le square 
tower below to the octagonal belfry and spire is generally 
managed with skill. In the remarkable tower of the cathe- 
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dral at Vienna (1433) the transition is too gradual, so that 
the spire seems to start from the ground and lacks the 
vigor and accent of a simpler square lower portion. The 
over-elaborate spire of Stiasborg (14*9, by Junckher of 
Cologne ; lower parts and fapade, 1277-1365, by Erwin von 
Steinbacli and his sons) reaches a height of 468 feet ; the 
spires of Cologne, completed in 1883 from the original 
fourteenth-century drawings, long lost but recovered by a 
happy accident, are 500 feet high. The spires of Batisbon 
and Flm cathedrals have also been recently completed in 
the original style. 

DETAILS. German window tracery was best where it 
most closely followed French patterns, but it tended al- 
ways towards the faults of mechanical stiffness and of tech- 
nical display in over-slenderness of shafts and mullions. 
The windows, especially in the "hall-churches," were apt 
to be too narrow for their height. In the fifteenth century 
ingenuity of geometrical combinations took the place of 
grace of line, and later the tracery was often tortured into 
a stone caricature of rustic-work of interlaced and twisted 
boughs and twigs, represented with all their bark and knots 
{pranch'tracfn). The execution was far superior to the de- 
sign. The carving of foliage in capitals, finials, etc., calls 
for no special mention for its originality or its departure 
from French types. 

PLABB. In these there was more variety than in any 
other part of Europe except Italy. Some churches, like 
Naumburg, retained the Romanesque system of a second 
western apse and short choir. The Cistercian churches 
generally had square east ends, while the polygonal east- 
ern apse without ambulatory is seen in Sl Elizabeth at 
Marburg, the cathedrals of Ratisbon, Ulm and Vienna, and 
many other churches. The introduction of French ideas 
in the thirteenth century l*d to the adoption in a number of 
cases of the chevet with a single ambulatory and a series of 



343 



HISTORY OF ARCHITECTURE. 






I 



radiating apsidal chapels. Kagdeburg cathedral (120S-11) 
was the first erected on this plan, which was later followed 
at Altenburg, Cologne, Freiburg, Lilbeck, Prague acd 
Zwetll, in St. Francis at Salzburg and some other churches. 
Side chapels to nave or choir 
%l^Mf** appear in the cathedrals of 

jj^^.'.^^aL LUbeck, Munich, Oppenheim, 

■£. • ■ I IA. Prague and Zwettl, Cologne 

-^ - - - - L Cathedral, by far the largest 

and most magnificent of all, is 
completely French in plan, unit- 
ing in one design the leading 
characteristics of the most not- 
able French churches (Fig. 141). 
It has complete double aisles in 
both nave and choir, three- 
aisled transepts, radial chevet- 
chapela and twin western tow- 
ers. The ambulatory is, how- 
ever, single, and there are no 
lateral chapels. A typical Ger- 
'■'■*^- man treatment was the east- 

ward termination of the church by polygonal chapels, one 
in the axis of each aisle, the central one projecting beyond 
its neighbors. Where there were five aisles, as at Xanten, 
the effect was particularly fine. The plan of the curious 
polygonal church of Our Lady (l.iebfrauenkirche ; 1227-43) 
built on the site of the ancient circular baptistery at Treves, 
would seem to have been produced by doubling such an ar- 
rangement on either side of the transverse axis (Fig. 142). 

msTOBiCii DETELOPiOiHr. The so-called Golden Portal 
of Freiburg in the Erzgebirge is perhaps the first distinct- 
ively Gothic work in Germany, dating from 1190, From 
that time on, Gothic details appeared with increasing fre- 
quency, especially in the Rhine provinces, as shown in many 




J 



GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN GERMANY. 



243 



transitional structures. Oelnhansen and Aschaffenburg are 
early 13th-century examples; pointed arclies and vaults 
appear in the Apostles' and St. Martin's churches at Co- 
logne ; and the great church of St. Peter and St. Paal at 
Neuweiier in Alsace has an almost purely Gothic nave of 
the same period. The churches of Bambei^, Fritzlar, and 
Naamburg, and in Westphalia those of Utiiister and Osna- 
brUck, are important examples of the transition. The 
French influence, especially the Burgundian, appears as 
early as izia in the cathedral of Magdeburg, imitating the 
choir of Soissons, and in the structural design of the Lieb- 
frauenkirche at Treves as already mentioned ; it reached 
complete ascendancy in Alsace 
7S), in Baden at Freiburg (na\ 
Cologne (1248-1320). Stras- 
burg Cathedral is especially 
remarkable for its fa9ade, the 
work of Erwin von Steinbach 
and his sons (1277-1346), de- 
signed after French models, 
and its north spire, built in 
the fifteenth century. Cologne 
Cathedral, begun in 1248 by 
Gerhard of Rid in imitation 
of the newly completed choir 
of Amiens, was continued by 
Master Arnold and his son 
J«h% and the choir was conse- 
crated in 1322. The nave and 
W, front were built during the 

first half of the 14th century, though the towers were not 
:ompleted till 1883. In spite of its vast size and slow 
construction, it is in style the most uniform of all great 
Gothic cathedrals, as it is the most lofty (excepting the 
choir of Beauvais) and the largest excepting Milan and 
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Seville. Unfortunately its details, though pure and cor- 
rect, are singularly dry and mechanical, while its very uni- 
formity deprives it of the picturesque and varied charm 
which results from a mixture of styles recording the labors 
of successive generations. The same criticism may be 
raised against the late cathedral of Ulm (choir, 1377-1449 ; 
nave, 1477 ; Fig. 143). The Cologne influence is observable 
in the widely separated cathedrals of 
Utrecht in the Netherlands, Metz in the 
W., Minden and Halberstadt (begun 
IJ50 ; mainly built after i^iy) in Saxony, 
,111(1 in the S. in the church of Bt. Cath- 
erine at Oppenheim. To the E. and S., 
1 1 the cathedrals of Fragae (13oheraia} by 
M.illluiv of Arras (1344-52) and BatlB- 
bou (or Regensburg, 1275) the French in- 
I'-nce predominates, at least in the de- 
; i.ls and construction. The last-named 
:- I'lic of the most dignified and beautiful 
ijf German Gothic churches — German in 
plan, French in execution. The French 
influence also manifests Itself in the de- 
tails of many of the peculiarly German 
churches with aisles of equal height {see 
p. 240). 
More peculiarly German are the brick churches of North 
Germany, where stone was almost wholly lacking. In these, 
flat walls, square towers, and decoration by colored tiles 
and bricks are characteristic, as at Brandenburg (St. Gode- 
hard and St, Catherine. 1346-1400), at Frentzlau, Tiinger- 
mQnde, Konigsberg, &c. Lubeck possesses notable monu- 
ments of brick architecture in the churches of St. Mary 
and St. Catherine, both much alike in plan and in ilie flat 
and barren simplicity of their exteriors. 9t. Martin's at 
Landsliut in the South is also a notable brick church. 
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LATE GOTHIC. As in France and England, the fourteenth 
and fifteenth centuries were mainly occupied with the com- 
pletion of existing churches, many of which, up to that time, 
were still without naves. The works of this period show 
the exaggerated attenuation of detail already alluded to, 
though their richness and elegance sometimes atone for 
their mechanical character. The complicated ribbed vaults 
of this period are among its most striking features (see p. 
239). Spire-building was as general as was the erection of 
central square towers in England, during the same period. 
To this time also belong the overloaded traceries and mi- 
nute detail of the St. Sebald and St. T.nrenz churches and 
of several secular buildings at Nuremberg, the fai;ade of 
Chemnitz Cathedral, and- similar works. The nave and 
tower of St. Stephen at Vienna (i3S9-i433). the church of 
Sta. Maria in Gestade in the same city, and the cathedral 
of Kaschau in Hungary, are Austrian masterpieces of late 
Gothic design. 

&ECULAB BiTILDllios. Germany possesses a number of im- 
portant examples of secular Gothic work, chiefly municipal 
buildings (gates and town halls) and castles. The first 
completely Gothic castle or palace was not built until 1280, 
at Marienbur^ (Prussia), and was completed a century 
later. It consists of two courts, the earlier of the two 
forming a closed square and containing the chapel and 
chapter-house of the Order of the German knights. The 
later and larger court is less regular, its chief feature being 
the Oreat Hall of the Order, in two aisles. All the vaulting 
is of the richest multiple-ribbed type. Other castles are at 
Marienwerder, Heilsberg (1350) in E. Prussia, Karlstein in 
Bohemia (1347), and the Albrechtsbnrg at Meissen in Sax- 
ony (1471-83). 

Among town halls, most of which date from the fourteenth 
and fifteenth centuries may be mentioned those of Ratis- 
bon (Regensburg), Mlinster and Hildesheim, Halberstadt, 
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Brunswick, Ltlbeck, and Bremen — the last two of brick. 
Tliese, and the city gates, such as the Spahlenthor at liasle 
(Switzerland) and others at LUbeck and Wismar, are gen- 
erally very picturesque edifices. Many fine guildlialls 
were also built during the last two centuries of the Gothic 
style ; and dwelling-houses of the same period, of quaint 
and effective design, with stepped or traceried gables, lofty 
roofs, openwork balconies and corner turrets, are to be 
found in many cities. Nuremberg is especially rich in these. 

THE ITETHBBLAKDB, as might be expected from their 
position, underwent the influences of both France and 
Germany. During the thirteenth century, largely through 
the intimate monastic relations between Tournay and No- 
yon, the French influence became paramount in what is now 
Belgium, while Holland remained more strongly German in 
style. Of the two countries Belgium developed by far the 
most interesting architecture. Some of its cathedrals, no- 
tably those of Tournay, Antwerp, Brussels, Malines (Mech- 
lin), Mons and Louvain, rank high among structures of 
their class, both in scale and in artistic treatment. The 
Flemish town halls and guildhalls merit particular atten- 
tion for their size and richness, exemplifying in a worthy 
manner the wealth, prosperity, and independence of the 
weavers and merchants of Antwerp, Ypres, Ghent (Gand), 
Louvain, and other cities in the fifteenth century. 

CATHEDHALS AHD CHUBCEES. The earliest purely Gothic 
edifice in Belgium was the choir of Ste. Ottdnlc (1225) at 
Brussels, followed in 1243 by the choir and transepts of 
Tournay, designed with pointed vaults, side chapels, and a 
complete clm<et. The transept-ends are round, as at No- 
yon, It was surpassed in splendor by the Cathedral of 
Antwerp (1352-1412), remarkable for its seven -aisled 
nave and narrow transepts. It covers some 70,000 square 
feet, but its great size is not as effective internally as it 
should be, owing to the poverty of the details and the lack 
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of finely felt proportion in the various parts. The late 
west front (1422-1518) displays the florid taste of the 
wealthy Flemish burgher population of that period, but is 
so rich and elegant, especially its lofty and slendtr north 
spire, that its over-decoration is pardonable. The cathe- 
dral of 8t. Roffibant 
at Malines (choir, 
1366; nave, i454-'>4) 
is a more satisfactory 
church, though small- 
er and with its wesC- 

1 towers incom- 
plete. The cathedral 
of Loarain belongs to 
the same period (1373- 
1433,). St. Wandru 
at Mons (1450-1528) 
and St. Jacques at 
Liege (i5Ji-5S) are 
interesting parish 
churches of the first 

ik, remarkable es- 
pecially for the use of 
color in their inter- 

I decoration, for 
their late tracery and ribbed vaiilUni;, ami lor ilie absence 
of Renaissance details at that late period. 

TOWB HAUS; 0TII1DHALL8. These were really the most 
characteristic Flemish edifices, and are in most cases the 
most conspicuous monuments of their respective cities. 
The Cloth Hall of Yprei (1304) is the eariiest and most 
imposing among them ; similar halls were built not much 
later at Bruges, LouTain, Halines and Ghent. The town 
halls were mostly of later date, the earliest being that of 
Bmges (1377). The town halls of Brussels with its inipos- 
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ing and graceful tower, of Lonvain (1448-63 ; Fig, 144) and 
of Onden&rde (early i6tti century) are conspicuous monu- 
ments of this class. 

In general, the Gothic architecture of Belgium presents 
the traits of a borrowed style, which did not undergo at the 
hands of its borrowers any radically novel or fundamental 
development. The structural design is usually lacking in 
vigor and organic significance, but the details are often 
graceful and well designed, especially on the exterior. The 
tendency was often towards over-elaboration, particularly 
in the later works. 

The Gothic architecture of Holland and of the Soandi- 
nftviaa countries offers so little that is highly artistic or 
inspiring in character, that space cannot well be given 
in this work, even to an enumeration of its chief monu- 
ments. 

BFAUr un] FOBIUQAL. The beginnings of Gothic archi- 
tecture in Spain followed close on the series of campaigns 
from 1217 to 1252, which began the overthrow of the Moor- 
ish dominion. With the resulting spirit of exultation and 
the wealth accruing from booty, came a rapid development 
of architecture, mainly under French influence. Gothic 
architecture was at this date, under St. Louis, producing in 
France some of its noblest works. The great cathedrals of 
Toledo and Bargoa, begun between 1220 and 1230, were 
the earliest purely Gothic churches in Spain. San Vincente 
at Avila and the Old Cathedral at Salamanca, of somewhat 
earlier date, present a mixture of round- and pointed-arched 
forms, with the Romanesque elements predominant. To- 
ledo Cathedral, planned in imitation of Notre Dame and 
Eourges, but exceeding them in width, covers 75,000 square 
feet, and thus ranks among the largest of European cathe- 
drals. Internally it is well proportioned and well detailed, 
recalling the early French masterworks, but its exterior is 
less commendable. 
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In the contemporary cathedral of Burgos the exterior is at 
least as interesting as the interior. The west front, of Ger- 
man design, suggests Cologne by its twin openwork spires 
(Fig. 145) ; while the crossing is embellished with a sump- 
tuous dome and lantern or cimborio, added as late as 1567. 
The chapels at the east end, especially that of the Condest- 
abile (1487), are or- 
nate to the point of 
overloading, a fault to 
which late Spanish 
Gothic work is pecu- 
liarly prone. Other 
thirteenth- century 
cathedrals are those 
of Leon (1260), Va- 
lencia (1262), and 
Barcelona (129^), all 
exhibiting strongly 
the French influence 
le plan, vaulting, 
and vertical propor- 
tions. The models 
of Bourges and Paris 
with their wide naves, 
lateral chapels and no. .4s.-ia., >. i l.... ..■..■■, -.1. 

semicircular chevets 

were followed in the cathedral of Barcelona, In a number of 
fourteenth-century churches both there and elsewhere, and 
the sixteenth-century cathedral of Segovia. In Sta. 
Maria del Pi at Barcelona, in the collegiate church at 
Manresa, and in the imposing nave of the Cathedral of 
Gerona {1416, added to choir of 1312, the latter by a 
Southern French architect, Henri de Narbonne), the in- 
fluence of Alby in southern France (see p. 206) is dis- 
cernible. These are one-aisled churches with internal 
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buttresses separating tlie lateral chapels. The nave of 
Geroiia is 73 feet wide, or double the average clear width 
of French or Knglish cathedral naves. The resulting effect 
is not commensurate with the actual dimensions, and shows 
the inappropriaieness of Gothic details for compositions so 
Roman in breadth and simplicity. 

SEVILLE' The largest single edifice in Spain, and the larg- 
est church built during the Middle Ages in Europe, is the 
Cathedral of Seville, begun in 1401 on the site of a Moor- 
ish mosque, it covers 124,000 square feet, measuring 415 
X 29S feet, and is a simple rectangle comprising five aisles 
with lateral chapels. The central aisle is 56 ft. wide and 
145 high ; the side aisles and chapels diminish gradually in 
height, and with the uniform piers in six rows produce an 
imposing effect, in spite of the lack of transepts or chevet. 
The somewhat similar New Cathedral of Salamanca (1510- 
1560) shows the last struggles of the Gothic style against 
the incoming tide of the Renaissance. 

LATEH KOiriniEHTS. These all partake of the over-decor- 
ation which characterized the fifteenth century throughout 
Europe. In Spain this decoration was even less construc- 
tive in character, and more purely fanciful and arbitrary, 
than in the northern lands ; but this very rejection of all 
constructive pretense gives it a peculiar charm and goes 
far to excuse its extravagance (Fig. 146). Decorative 
vaulting-ribs were made to describe geometric patterns 
of great elegance. Some of the late Gothic vaults by 
the very exuberance of imagination shown in their de- 
signs, almost disarm criticism. Instead of suppressing the 
walls as far as possible, and emphasizing all the vertical 
lines, as was done in France and England, the later Gothic 
architects of Spain delighted in broad wall-surfaces and 
multiplied horizontal lines. Upon these surfaces they lav- 
ished carving without restraint and without any organic 
relation to the structure of the building. The arcades of 
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cloisters and interior courts (jialins) were formed with arches 
of fantastic curves resting on twisted columns ; and internal 
chapels in the cathedrals were covered with minute carving 
of exquisite workman- 
ship, but wholly irra- I 
tional design. Prob- 
ably the influence of 
Moorish decorative art 
accounts in part for 
these extravagances. 
The eastern chapels in | 
Burgos cathedral, the I 
votive church of Ban 
Joan de Iob Beyei at , 
Toledo and many por- I 
tals of churches, con- 
vents and hospitals 
illustrate these ten- | 
dencies. : 

POBTTiaAL is an al- 
most unknown land ' 
architecturally. It 
seems to have adopted 
the Gothic styles very 
late in its history. 
Two monuments, how- 
ever, are conspicuous, 
the convent church- , 
es of fiataUui (1390- 
1520) and Belem, both 
marked by an extreme 

overloading of carved ornament. The Hauoleiun of King 
Huioel in the rear of the church at Batalha is, however, a 
noble creation, possibly by an English master. It isa poly- 
gonal domed edifice, some 67 feet in diameter, and well 
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designed, though covered with a too profuse and somewhat 
niechanicai liecoration of panels, pinnacles, and carving. 



■OHUlIEirTfl ; Gekmanv (C = cathedral ; A = abbey ; tr. = tran- 
septs). — 13th century: Transitional churches: Bamberg C; Naomburg 
C; Collegiate Church, Fritzlar ; St. George, Limburg-on-Lahn ; St. Cas- 
tor, Coblenli ; Heisterbach A. ;— all in early years of 13th century. St. 
GereoD. Cologne, choir 1312-27 ; Liebfrauenkirche, Treves, 1237-44 
St. Elizabeth, Marburg. 1235-83 ; Sts, Teter and Paul, Neuweiler, 1250 
Cologne C, choir 1248-1322 (nave 14th century ; towers finished 1883) 
Strasbui^ C, 1150-75 (E. end Romanesque ; fafade 1277-1365 ; towei 
1429-39) ; Halberstadt C, nave 1250 (choir 1327 ; completed 1490) 
Allenburg C, choir 1255-65 (finished 1379); Wimpfcn-im-Thal church 
1359-7B ; St. Lawrence, Nuremberg, 1260 (choir 1439-77); St. Cathe- 
rine, Oppenheim, 1262-1317 (choir 1439); Xanten, Collegiate Church, 
1263 : Freiburg C, 1270 (W. tower 1300; choir 1354); Toul C, 127a ; 
Meissen C, choir 1*74 (nave 1312-42) ; Ralisbon C, 127s ; St. Mary's. 
Lubeck. 1276 ; Dominican churches at Coblentz, Gebweiler; and in Swit' 
lerland at Basle, Berne, and Zilrich — I41h century : Wiesenfcirche, SOst, 
1313 ; Osnabrflck C, 1318 (choir 1400) : St, Mary's, Prentzlau, 1325 ; 
Augsburg C, 1321-1431 ; MeUC, 1330 rebuilt (choir i486) ; St. Stephen's 
C, Vienna, i34o(nave 1 5lh century ; tower 1433) I ZweltcC, 1343 ; Prague 
C, 1344; church at Thann, 1351 (tower finished 16th century); Lieb- 
fraueokirche, Nuremberg. 1355-61 ; Si. Sebaldus Church, Nuremberg, 
1361-77 (nave Romanesque); Minden C. choir 1361 ; Ulm C, 1377 
(choir 1449 ; nave vaulted 1471 ; finished l6lh century) ; Sta. Barbara, Kut- 
tenberg, 1386 (nave 1483) ; Erfurt C. ; St. Eliiabeth, Kascliau ; Schlelt- 
stadt C. — istb century : St. Catherine's. Brandenburg, 1401 ; Frauen- 
kirche, Esslingcn. 1406 (finished 1522); Minster at Berne, 1421 ; Peter- 
Paulskirche, GOrlitz, 1423-97 ; St. Mary's, Stendal, 1447 ; Frauenkirche, 
Munich, 1468-88; St. Martin's, Landshut, 1473. 

Secular Monuments Schloss Marienburs, 1341 ; Moldao-biidge 
and lower, Prague. 1344 ; Karlsieinburg, 1348-57 : Albrechtsburg. Meis- 
sen, 1471-83; Nassau House, Nuremberg, 1350; Council houses (Rath- 
hanser) at Brunswick, 1393 ; Cologne, 1407-15 ; Basle ; Breslau ; Lflbeck ; 
MUnster ; Pr^ue ; Ulm ; City Gates of Basle, Cologne, Ingolsladt, Lo- 

The Netherlands Brussels C. (Ste. Gudule), 1226-80; Tounwi 

choir 1242 (nave finished 1380); Notre Dame, Bruges, 1239-97; 

Notre Dame, Tongres, 1240 ; Utrecht C, 1251 ; St. Martin , Yprcs. 1 254 ; 

Notre Dame, Dinant, 1255; church at Dordrecht; church at Aerschot, 



GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN SPAIN. 



253 



1337 ; Anlwerp C, 1352-1411 (W. front 1422-1518) ; Si, Kombaul, M». 
lines, 1355-66 (nave 1456-64); St. Wandru, Mons, 1450-1528; St 
Ijwrence, Kolterdam, 1472; other 15th century churches — St. Bavon, 
Haarlem ; Si. Cathcriac. Utrecht ; St. Walpurgis, Sutphen ; St. Bavon, 
Ghent (tower 1461) ; SL Jaques, Antwerp ; St, Pierre, Louvain ; St 
Jacques, Bruges ; churches at Arnheim, lireda, Delft ; St. Jacques. Liige, 
15 22. ^Secular : Cloth-hall, Vpres, 1200-1304 ; cloth-hall, Brugea,i2B4 ; 
town hall, Bruges, 1377 ; Iowd hall, Brussels, 1401-55 ; town hall, Lou- 
vain, 1448-63 ; town hall, Ghent, 1481 ; town hall. Oudeniirde, 1527 ; 
Stindehuis, Uelft, 1529 ; doth-halls al Louvain, Ghent, Malines. 

Spain. — I3tb century: BurgosC, 1221 (fajade 1443-56'; chapels 14S7; 
cimborio 1567); Toledo C, 1227-90 (chapels 14th and isth centuries); 
Tarragona C., 1235 ; Leon C, 1250 (fB9ade 14th century) ; Valencia C, 
1262 (N. transept 1350-1404 ; facade 13S1-141S); Avila C, vault and N. 
portal 1291-1353 (finished 14th century) ; St. Esteban, Burgos ; church at 
Las Huelgas. — 14th century: Barcelonn C, choir 1 298-1 339 (nave and 
transepts 1448 ; fafade 16th century) ; Cerona C, 1312-46 (nave added 
1416); S. M. del Mar, BarcetowL, 1328-83; S. M. del Pino, Barcelona, 
same dale; Collegiate Church, Manresa, 1328; Oviedo C, 1388 (tower 
very late); Pampluna C, 1397 (mainly isth centuiy). — t5th century: 
Seviilr C. 1403 (finished l6lh ccntory ; dtnborio 1517-67); La Seo, 
Saragassa (finished 1505) ; S. Pablo, Burgos, 1415-35 ; El Parral, Segovia, 
1459 ; Aitoi^ C, 1471 : .San Juan de los Reyes, Toledo, IJ76 ; Car- 
thusian church, Miradores, 14S8 ; San Juan, and La Merced, Burgas. — 
l6th century: Huesca C. 1515; Salamanca New Cathedral, 1510-^; 
Segovia C. 1522 ; S. Juan de la Puerta, Zamorra. 

Seculak. — Porta Serraflos, Valencia, 1349 ; Casa Consistorial. Barce- 
lona, 1369-73 ; Casa de la Disputacion, same city ; Casa de Lis Lonjas, 
Valencia. 1482, 

PoKTUGAi_ At Bataiha, church and mausoleum of King Manoel. fin- 
ished 1515 ; at Belcni, monastery, late Gothic. 
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CHAPTER XIX. 

GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN ITALY. 

Books Recommended ; As before, Corroyer, Reber. 
Also, Cummings, A History of Architecture in Italy, De 
Fleury, La Touane au maven dge. Gniner, The Terra 
Ctitta Architecture of Northern Jta/y. Mdthes, Die Bau- 
kunst des Mittelalters in Ilalien. Norton, Historical Studies 
of Church Building in the Middle Agts. Osten, Bautt-erke 
Jer Lombardei. Street, Brick and Marble Architecture of 
Italy. Willis. Remarks on the Architecture of the Middle 
Ages, especially of Italy. 

QENEE&L CEASACTEB. The various Romanesque styles 
which had grown up in Italy before laoo lacked that unity 
of principle out of which alone a new and homogeneous na- 
tional style could have been evolved. Each province prac- 
tised its own style and methods of building, long after the 
Romanesque had given place to the Gothic in Western 
Europe, The Italians were better decorators than build- 
ers, and cared little for Gothic structural principles. Mo- 
saic and carving, sumptuous altars and tombs, veneerings 
and inlays of colored marble, broad flat surfaces to be 
covered with painting and ornament — to secure these they 
were content to build crudely, to tie their insufficiently 
buttressed vaults with unsightly iron tie-rods, and to make 
their church facades mere screen-walls, in form wholly un- 
related to the buildings behind them. 

When, therefore, imdcr foreign influences pointed arches, 
tracery, clustered shafts, crockets and linials came into 
use, it was merely as an imported fashion. Even when 
foreign architects (usually Germans) were employed, the 
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composition, and in large measure the details, were slJII 
Italian and provincial. The church of St. Francis at Assisi 

■ (1228-53, by Jacobus of Meruan, a German, superseded 
later by an Italian, Campello), and the cathedral of Milan 
(begun 1389. perhaps by Henry of CiHiinJ), are conspicu- 

, ous illustrations of this. Rome built basilicas all through 
the Middle Ages. Tuscany continued to prefer flat walls 

■ veneered with marble to the broken surfaces and deep but- 
tresses of France and Germany. Venice developed a 

, Gothic style of fafade-design wholly her own (see p. 267). 
Nowhere but in Italy could two such utterly diverse struct- 
ures as the Certosa at Pavia and the cathedral at Milan 
have been erected at the same time. 

CLIKAIE AITD TKADrriOH. I'wu further causes militated 
against the domestication of Gothic art in Italy. The first 
was the brilliant atmosphere, which made the vast traceried 
windows of Gothic design, and its suppression of the wall- 
surfaces, wholly undesirable. Cool, dim interiors, thick 
walls, small windows and the exclusion of sunlight, all 
necessary to Italian comfort, were incompatible with Gothic 
ideals and methods. The second obstacle was the persist- 
ence of classic traditions of form, both in construction and 
decoration. The spaciousness and breadth of interior 
planning which characterized Roman design, and its ampli- 
tude of scale in every feature, seem never to have lost 
their hold on the Italians. The narrow lofty aisles, multi- 
plied supports and minute detail of the Gothic style were 
repugnant to the classic predilections of the Italian build- 
The Roman acanthus and Corinthian capital were 
constantly imitated in their Gothic buildings, and the 
round arch continued all through the Middle Ages to be 
used in conjunction with the pointed arch (Figs. 149, 150). 
EASLT BinLDlHQB. It is hard to determine how and by 
whofn Gothic forms were first introduced into Italy, but it 

i was most probably through the agency of the monastic or- 
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(lers. Cistercian churches like that at Chiaravalle near 
Milan (iio8-2t). and most of those erected by the mendi- 
cant orders of the Franciscans (founded 1210) and Domini- 
cans (1Z16), were built with ribbed vaults and pointed 
arches. The example set by these orders contributed 
greatly to the general adoption of the foreign style. B, 
Francesco at Assiai, already mentioned, was the first com- 
pletely Gothic Franciscan church, although S. FrancBBCO at 
Bologna, begun a few years later, was finished a little ear- 
lier. The Dominican church of 88. Oiovaniu e Paolo and 
the great Franciscan church of Sta, Haria Oloriosa del 
Prari, both at Venice, were built a little later. Sta. Maria 
Novella at Florence (1^78), and 
Sta. Maria Bopra Minerra at 
Rome {1280), both by the broth- 
ers Siste and Riitoro, and 8. An- 
aEtasia at Verona (1261) are the 
masterpieces of the Dominican 
builders. S. Andrea at Veicelli in 
North Italy, begun in izipundei 
a foreign architect, is an iso- 
lated early example of lay Gothic 
work. Though somewhat Eng- 
lish in its plan, and (unlike most 
Italian churches) provided with 
two western spires in the Eng- 
lish manner, it is in a!l other re- 
spects thoroughly Italian in as- 
pect. The church at Asti, begun 
in 1229, suggests German models 
by its high side walls and narrow 




iATHEDKALB. The greatest monuments of Italian Gothic 
Jesign are the cathedrals, in which, even more than was the 
case in France, the highly developed civic pride of the 



J 



GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE IN ITALY. 



257 



L 



municipalities expressed itself. Chief among these half 
civic, half religious monuments are the cathedrals of Sienna 
(begun in 1243), Aiezzo (127S), Orrieto (1290). Florence 
(the Snomo, Sla. Maria del Fiort, lR;;iiti i^m hy Ani'jlfo 
di Canibio), Lncca (S. 
Martino,i3So),Milan 
(1389-1418), and S. 
Petronio at Bologna 
(1390}. They are all 
of imposing size ; 
Milan is the largest 
of all Gothic ca- 
thedrals except Se- 
ville. S. Petronio was 
planned to be 600 
feet long, the present 
structure with its 
three broad aisles 
and flanking chap- 
els being merely the 
nave of the intend- 
ed edifice. The Du- 
omo at Florence (Fig. 
147) is 500 feet long _ 

and covers 82,000 

square feet, while the octagon at the crossing is 143 feet in 
diameter. The effect of these colossal dimensions is, how- 
ever, as in a number of these large Italian interiors, singu- 
larly belittled by the bareness of the walls, by the great size 
of the constituent parts of the composition, and by the lack 
of architectural subdivisions and multiplied detail to serve 
a scale by which to gauge the scale of the ensemble. 
DTTE^OB TOEATUENT. It was doubtless intended to 
cover these large unbroken wall-surfaces and the vast ex- 
panse of the vaults over naves of extraordinary breadth, 
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with paintingsand color decoration. This would have rem-' 
edied their present nakedness and lack of interest, but it 
was only in a very few instances carried ouL The double 
church of S. Francesco at Assisi, decorated by Cimabue, 
Giotto, and other early Tuscan 
painters, the Arena Chapel at 
Fadua, painted by Giotto, the 
Spanisti Chapel of 5. M. Novella, 
Florence, and the east end of S. 
Croce, Florence, are illustra- 
tions of the splendor of effect 
possible by this method of dec- 
oration. The bareness of effect 
in other, unpainted interiors was 
emphasized by the plainness of 
the vaults destitute of minor ribs. 
The transverse ribs were usually 
broad arches with flat soffits, anil 
the vaulting was often sprung 
from so low a point as to leave 




1 for : 



triforiu 



Mei 



bull's-eyes often served for clear- 
story windows, as in S, Anas- 
"ds!^ cT"an"«'a>t*(<o "ccI""' ^3sia at Verona, S. Petronio at 
Bologna, and the Florentine Du- 
omo. The cathedral of 8. Kartino at Lucca (Fig, 149) is 
one of the most complete and elegant of Italian Gothic in- 
teriors, having a genuine triforium with traceried arches. 
Even here, however, there are round arches without mould- 
ings, flat pilasters, broad transverse ribs recalling Romaii 
arches, and insignificant bull's-eyes in the clirarslory. 

The failure to produce adequate results of scale in the 
interiors of the larger Italian churches, has been already aj- 
luded to. It is strikingly exemplified in the Duomo at 
Florence, the nave of which is 72 feet wide, with four pier- 
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arches eath over 55 feet in span. The immense vault, in 
square bays, starts from the level of the tops of these 
arches. The interior (Fig. 148) is singularly naked and cold, 
giving no conception of its vast dimensions. The colossal 
dome is an early work of the Renaissance (see p. 276), It 
is not known how Fr. Taknti, who in 1357 enlarged and 
vaulted the nave and planned the east end, proposed to 
cover the great octagon. The east end is the most effec- 
tive part of the design both internally and externally, owing 
to the relatively moderate scale of the 15 chapels which 
surround the apsidal arms of the cross. In S. Petroniu at 
Bologna, begun 1390 by Master Atilonh, the scale is better 

handled. The nave, 

300 feet long, is divid- 
ed into six bays, each < 
embracing two side { 
chapels. It is 46 feet ! 
wide and 132 feet high, 
proportions which ap- 
proximate those of the 1 
French cathedrals, and , 
produce an impression 
of size somewhat un- 
usual in Italian church- 
es. Orrieto has inter- 
nally little that sug- 
gests Gothic archi- ^^ ^ o.— tKnmoB of sikknh CAiHiDi-Ac 

lecture ; like many 

Franciscan and Dominican churches it is really a timber- 
roofed basilica with a few pointed windows. The mixed 
Gothic and Romanesque interior of Sienna Cathedral {J''ig. 
150), with its round arches and six-sided dome, unsym- 
metrically placed over the crossing, is one of the most 
impressive creations of Italian medi;eval art. Alternate 
courses of black and white marble add richness but UQt 
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repose to the effect of this interior : the same is true of 
Urvieto, and of some other churches. The basement bap- 
tistery of S, Oiovaniu, under the east end of Sienna Cathe- 
dral, is much more purely Gothic in detail. 

In these, and indeed in most Italian interiors, the main 
interest centres less in the excellence of the composition 
than in the accessories of pavements, pulpits, choir-stalls, 
and sepulchral monuments. In these the decorative fancy 
and skill of the Italians found unrestrained exercise, and 
produced works of surpassing interest and merit. 

EXTEBSAL DE8IBF. The greatest possible disparity gen- 
erally e.\jsts between the sides and west fronts of the Ital- 
ian churches. With few exceptions the flanks present 
nothing like the variety of sky-line and of light and shade 
customary in northern and western lands. The side walls 
are high and flat, plain, or striped with black and white 
masonry {Sienna, Orvieto), or veneered with marble (Duomo 
at Florence) or decorated with surface- ornament of thin 
pilasters and arcades (Lucca). The clearstory is low ; the 
roof low-pitched and hardly visible from below. Color, 
rather than structural richness, is generally sought for : 
Milan Cathedral is almost the only exception, and goes to 
the other extreme, with its seemingly countless buttresses, 
pinnacles and statues. 

The facades, on the other hand, were treated as inde- 
pendent decorative compositions, and were in many cases 
remarkably beautiful works, though having little or no or- 
ganic relation to the main structure. The most celebrated 
are those of Sienna (cathedral begun 1243 ; fapade 1284 by 
Giovanni Phtttto ; Fig. isi)and Orvieto (begun iigo by Lo- 
renzo Mailant ; fayade 1310). Both of these are sumptuous 
polychromatic compositions in marble, designed on some- 
what similar lines, with three high gables fronting the three 
aisles, with deeply recessed portals, pinnacled turrets flank- 
ing nave and aisles, and a central circular window. That 
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of Orvieto is furthermore embellished with mosaic pictures, 
and is the more brilliant in color of the two. The mediie- 
val facades of the Florentine Gothic churches were never 
completed ; but the elegance of the panelling and of the 
tracery with twisted shafts in the flanks of the cathedral, 
and the florid beauty of its side doorways (late 14th cen- 
tury) would doubt- 
less if realized with 
equal success on the 
facades, have pro- 
duced strikingly beau- 
tiful results. The 
modern fapade of the 
Duomo, by the late De 
Fabris[\^i,T) is a cor- 
rect if not highly im- 
aginative version of 
the style so applied. 
The front of Milan 
cathedral (soon to be 
replaced by a new 
facade), shows a mix- 
ture of Gothic and 
Renaissance forms. ^.|, ,,,-,,,,,„,.,,.,,,.., t^,i,a,.„,i. 

FeiTBxa Cathedral, al- 
though internally transformed in the last century, retains 
its fine 13th-century three-gabled and arcaded screen front ; 
one of the most Gothic in spirit of all Italian fapades. 
The Cathedral of Geaoa presents Gothic windows and deeply 
recessed portals in a facade built in black and white bands, 
like Sienna cathedral and many churches in Plstoia and Pisa. 
Eiternally the most important feature was frequently a 
cupola or dome over the crossing. That of Sienna has al- 
ready been mentioned ; that of Milan is a sumptuous many- 
pinnacled structure terminating in a spire 300 feet high. 




The Oortoaa at Pavia {Fig. 152) and the earlier Carthusian 
church of Chiaravalle have internal cupolas or domes cov- 
ered externally by many-storied structures ending in a tower 
dominating the whole edifice. These two churches, like 
many others in Lombardy, the jiimilia and Venetia, are 
built of brick, moulded terra-cotta being effectively used for 
the cornices, string-courses, jambs and ornaments of the 




esterior. The Certosa at Pavia is contemporary with the 
cathedral of Milan, to which it offers a surprising contrast, 
both in style and material. It is wholly built of brick and 
tcrra-cotta, and, save for its ribbed vaulting, possesses 
hardly a single Gothic feature or detail. Its arches, mould- 
ings, and cloisters suggest both the Romanesque and the 
Renaissance styles by their semi-classic character. 

PL&ira. The wide diversity of local styles in Italian archi- 
tecture appears in the plans as strikingly as in the details. 
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In general one notes a love of spaciousness which expresses 
itself in a sometimes disproportionate breadth, and in the 
wide spacing of the piers. The polygonal chcvet with its 
radial chapels is but rarely seen ; S. Loreitzo at Naples, Sta. 
Maria dei Servi and S. Francesco at Uologna are among the 
most important examples. More frequently the chapels 
form a range along the east side of the transepts, especially 
in the Franciscan churches, which otherwise retain many 
basilican features. A comparison of the plans of S. An- 
drea at Vercelli, the Duorao at 
Florence, the cathedrals of Si- 
enna and Milan, S. Petronio at 
Bologna and the Certosa at 
Favia (Fig. 153), sufficiently il- 
lustrates the variety of Italian , 
Gothic plan -types. 

oaSAMIHT. Applied decora- 
tion plays a large part in all 
Italian Gothic designs. Inhiid 
and mosaic patterns and pan- 
elled veneering in colored mar- 
ble are essential features of 
the exterior decoration of most 
Italian churches, Florence of- "°- 'ss-— "-"' '»' '^^«"u5a at 
fers a fine example of this treat- 
ment in the Duomo, and in its accompanying Campanile or 
bell-tower, designed by GioUo (1335). and completed by Gad- 
di and Taleitli, This beautiful tower is an epitome of 
Italian Gothic art Its inlays, mosaics, and veneering are 
treated with consummate elegance, and combined with in- 
crusted reliefs of great beauty. The tracery of this monu- 
ment and of the side windows of the adjoining cathedral is 
lighter and more graceful than is common in Italy. Its 
beauty consists, however, less in movement of Hne than in 
richness and elegance of carved and inlaid ornament. In 
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the Or Ban Michele — a combined chapel and granary in 

Florence dating from 1330 — the tracery is far less light 
and open. In genera!, except in churches like the Cathe- 
dral of Milan, built under German influences, the tracery in 
secular monuments is more successful than in ecclesiastical 
structures. Venice developed the designing of tracery to 
greater perfection in her palaces than any other Italian 
city {see helow). 

UlKoawoaKB. Italian Gothic art found freer expression 
in semi-decorative works, like tombs, altars and votive chap- 
els, than in more monumental structures. The fourteenth 
century was particularly rich in canopy tombs, mostly in 
churches, though some were erected in the open air, like 
the celebrated Tombi of theScaligen in Verona (1329-1380), 
Many of those in churches in and near Rome, and others in 
south Italy, are especially rich in inlay of o/>its Alexandrinum 
upon their twisted columns and panelled sarcophagi. The 
(amily of the Cosmati acquired great fame for work of this 
kind during the thirteenth century. 

The little marble chapel of Sta. Uaria della Spina, on the 
Arno. at Pisa, is an instance of the successful decorative use 
of Gothic forms in minor buildings. 

TOWEKB. The Italians always preferred the square tower 
to the spire, and in most cases treated it as an independent 
campanile. Following Early Christian and Romanesque 
traditions, these square towers were usually built with plain 
sides unbroken by buttresses, and terminated in a flat roof 
or a low and inconspicuous cone or pyramid. The Campa- 
nile at Florence already mentioned is by far the most beau- 
tiful of these designs(Fig. 154), The campaniles of Sienna, 
Lucca, and Pistoia are built in alternate white and black 
courses, like the adjoining cathedrals. Verona and Man- 
tua have towers with octagonal lanterns. In general, these 
Gothic towers differ from the earlier Romanesque models 
only in the forms of iheir openings. Though dignified ia 
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tbeir simplicity and size, and usually well proportioned, they 
lack the beauty and interest of the French, English, and 
German steeples and towers. 
BEGULAB MOSQKEHTB. In 
their public lialls, open /c.^'- 
gias, and domestic archittt- 
ture the Italians were able 
1 1 develop the application of 
Gothic forms with greater 
freedom than in their church- 
building, because unfettered 
by traditional methods of de- 
sign. The early and vigorous 
growth of municipal and pop- 
ular institutions led, as in the 
Netherlands, to the building 
of two classes of public halls 
— the town hall proper or 
Podesltt, and the council hull, 
variously called Palazzo Com- 
munale, PiiMfeo, or lii-l dm- 
sigiio. The town halls, as the 
seat of authority, usliltIIj- 
have a severe and forlii'^^- 
like character ; the Palazzo 
Teocllio at Florence is the 
most important example 
(1398, by Arnoifo di Cam- 
bio; Fig. 15s). It is espe- 
cially remarkable for its tow- 
er, which, rising 308 feet in 
the air, overhangs the street 
resting on the face of the powerfully corbelled 
the palace. The court and most of the interior were re- 
modelled in the sixteenth century. At Sienna is a somewhat 




irly 6 feet, its front wall 
of 
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similar structure in brick, llie Palazzo Fnbblico. At Pistoia ' 

the Podesta and the Communal Palace stand opposite each 
other; in both of these the cour^tyards still retain their orig- 
ina! aspect. At Perugia, Bologna, and Vilerbo are others of 
some importance ; while in Lom- 
bardy, Bergamo, Como, Cremona, 
Piacenza and other towns possess 
smaller halls with open arcades 
below, of a more elegant and 
pleasing aspect. More successful 
still are the open loggias or trib- 
unes erected for the gatherings of 
public bodies. The Lo^ia dei 
Lanzi at Florence (1376, by Bend 
di Cionf and Simoite di TaUnti) 
is the largest and most famous 
of these open vaulted 
halls,ofwliicliseveral 
exist in Florence and 
Sienna. Gothic only 
in their minor details, 
they are Romanesque 

their broad round 
arches and strong 
horizontal lines and 
cornices (Fig. .56). '"'"■■ 

PALACES AKD HOUBBB: TEHICE. The northern cities, espe- 
cially Pisa, Florence, Sienna, Bologna, and Venice, are rich 
in mediteval public and private palaces and dwellings in 
brick or marble, in which pointed windows and open ar- 
cades are used with excellent effect In Bologna and Sien- 
na brick is used, in conjunction with details executed in 
moulded terra-cotta, in a highly artistic and effective way, 
Viterbo, nearer Rome, also possesses many interesting 
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bouses with street arcades and open stairways or stoops 
leading to the main entrance. 

The security and prosperity of Venice in the Middle 
Ages, and the ever present influence of the sun -loving 
East, made the massive and fortress-like architecture of the 
inland cities unnecessary. Abundant openings, large win- 
dows full of tracery of great lightness and elegance, pro- 




jecting balconies and the freest use of marble veneering 
and inlay — a survival of Byzantine traditions of the laih 
century (see p.133) — give to the Venetian houses and pal- 
aces an air of gayely and elegance found nowhere else. 
While there are few Gothic chnfches of importance in 
Venice, the number of mediaeval houses and palaces is 
very large. Chief among these is the So^e'a Palace (Fig. 
157), adjoining the church of St. Mark. The two-storied 
arcades of the west and south fronts date from 1354, and 
originally stood out from the main edifice, which was 
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widened in the next century, when the present somewhat 
heavy walls, laid up in red, white and black marble in a 
species of qnarry-patttrn, were built over the arcades. 
These arcades are beautiful designs, combining massive 



Itrength and grace i 



■ quite foreign to Western 
Gothic ideas. Light- 
er and more ornate 
is the Ca d'Oro, on the 
Grand Canal ; while 
the Foscari, Conta- 
rini-Fasan, Cavalli, 
and Pisani palaces, 
among many others, 
are admirable exam- 
ples of the style. In 
must of these a Ira- 
rcried loggia occu- 
liius tlie central part, 
Hanked by walls in- 
crusttd with marble 
mid pierced by Gothic 
windows with carved 
mouldings, borders, 
and balconies. The 
Venetian Gothic owes its success largely to the absence 
of structural difficulties to interfere with the purely deco- 
rative development of Gothic details. 




Iffmr nrBH TH 13th Century : Cistercian abbeys Fossanova and Casa- 
raari, cir. iBo8 ; S. Andrea, Vercelli. uoq ; S. Francesco, Assisi. 133S- 
53 ; Church at Asti. 1129 ; Sienna C, 1243-59 (cupola 1259-64 ; fafade 
1284) ; S. M. Gloriosa del Frari, Venice, 1250-80 (finished 1388); Sta. 
Chiara, Assisi, 1150; Sta. Trinill, Florence, 1250; S. Antonio. Padua, 
begun 1256; SS. Giovanni e Paolo, Venice, iz6o (?)-i400 ; Sta, Anas- 
tasia, Verona, 1261 ; Naples C, 1172-1314 (fagade 1199 ; portal 1407; 
much altered later) ; S. Lorenzo, Naples, 1275 ; Compo Santo, Pisa, 1378- 
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83; Areziio C. 1378; S. M, Novella, Florence, 1278; S. Eustorgio, 
Milan, 1278; S. M. sopra MincrvB, Kome, l»So ; Orvielo C, lago (fa- 
9Bde 1310; roof 1330); Su. Croce, Florence, 1294 (fafade 1863); S. 
M. del t'iore, or C, Florence. IS94-1310 (enlarged 1357 ; E. end 
1366; dome 1420-64: fafade 1887); S. Francesco, Bologna. — 14th 
century: Genoa C, Early 14th century; S. Francesco, Sienna, 1310; 
San DomenicQ, Sienna, about same date; S. Giovanni in Fonle, Sienna, 
1317; S. M. della Spina, Pisa, 1323; Campanile, Floience, 1335; Or 
San Michele, Florence, 1337 ; Milan C, 138& (cupola 16th century ; fa- 
fade i6th-i9lh century; new fafade building 1895); S. Pctronio, Bo- 
logna, 1390 ; Cerlosa, Pavia, 1396 (choir, transepts, cupola, cloisters. 15th 
and 16th cenmriKS) ; Como C, 1396 (choir and transepts 1513) ; Lucca 
C. (S. Martino), Romanesque building remodelled late in 14th century; 
Verona C; S. Fermo, Maggiore ; S. Francesco, Pisa; S. Lorenio, Vi- 
centa. — I5tli century: Perugia C. ; S. M. deile Grazie, Milan, 1470 
(cupola and exterior E. part later). 

Secl-lar Buildings: Pal. Pubblico, Cremona, 1145; Pal. Podesiii 
(Bargello), Florence, 1255 (enlarged I333-'15) ; Pal. Pubblico. Sienna. 
1389-1305 (many later alterations) ; Pal. Giureconsulli, Cremona, 1292 ; 
Broletto, Monza, 1193 ; Loggia dei Mercanti, Bologna, 1294 ; Pal. 
Vccchio, Florence. 1298 ; Broletto, Como; Pal. Ducale (Doge's i'alace). 
Venice, isio-mo (great windows 1404 ; extended 1423-3S ; courtyard I5lh 
and i6th centuries) ; I.Dggia dei Lanzi, Florence, 1335 : Loggia del Bi- 
gallo, 1337 ; Broklto, Bergamo, 14th century ; Loggia dei Nobili, Sienna, 
1407; Pal. Pubblico, Udine. 1457 ; Loggia dei Mercanti, Ancona ; Pal, de! 
Govemo, Bologna ; Pal. Pepoli. Bologna ; PalacesConte Bardi, Davaniati, 
Capponi, all at Florence ; at Sienna, Pal. Tolomei, 1205 : Pal. Saracini, 
Pal. Buonsignori ; at Venice. Pal. Conlarini-Fasan. Cavalli, Foscari, Pisani, 
and many otbers ; others b Padua and Viceuza. 



CHAPTER XX. 
EARLY RENAISSANCE ARCHITECTURE IN ITALY. 



Books Recommended : Anderson, ArehitfClure of the Re- 
naiisanee in I/ah. Burckhardt, TTie Civilization of the Renais- 
sance ; Gesehichte dtr Renaissatue in Italten ; Der Cicerenf. 
Cellcsi, Sei Fabbricke dt Firense. Cicognara, Le Fabhriche 
piit (ospieue lii Venezia. Durm, Die Baukunsi dtr Renaissance 
in Ilatien (in Hdbuch. d. Arch.). Fergusson, History of Mod- 
em Architecture. GeynoUller, La Renaissance en Toscane. 
Montigoy et Famin, Architecture Toscane. Moore, Character 
of Renaissance Architecture. MUnti, La Renaissance en Italic 
rt en France i I'lpoque de Charles \ III. Paluatre, L' Architec- 
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THE CLASBIC BEVIVAL. The abandonment of Gothic ar- 
chitecture ill Italy and the substitution in its place of forms 
derived from classic models were occasioned by no sudden 
or merely local revolution. The Renaissance was the re- 
sult of a profound and universal intellectual movement, 
whose roots may be traced far back into the Middle Ages, 
and which manifested itself first in Italy simply because 
there the conditions were most propitious. It spread 
through Europe just as rapidly as similar conditions ap- 
pearing in other countries prepared the way for it. The es- 
sence of this far-reaching movement was the protest of the 
individual reason against the trammels of external and ar- 
bitrary authority — a protest which found its earliest organ- 
ized expression in the Humanists. In its assertion of the 
intellectual and moral rights of the individual, the Renais- 
sance laid the foundations of modern civilization. The 
same spirit, in rejecting the authority and teachings of the 
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Church in matters of purely secular knowledge, led to the 
questionings of the precursors of modern science and 

; discoveries of the early navigators. But in nothing 
did the reaction against mediaeval scholasticism and asceti- 
cism display itself mnre strikingly than in the joyful en- 
thusiasm which marked the pursuit of classic studies. The 
long - neglected treasures of classic literature were re- 
opened, almost rediscovered, in the fourteenth century by 
the immortal trio — Dante, Petrarch, and Boccaccio. The 
joy of living, the hitherto forbidden delight in beauty and 
pleasure for their own sakes, the exultant awakening to 
the sense of personal freedom, which came with the burst- 
ing of medijeval fetters, found in classic art and literature 

ir most sympathetic expression. It was In Italy, where 
feudalism had never fully established itself, and where the 
municipalities and guilds had developed, as nowhere else, 
the sense of civic and personal freedom, that these symp- 
toms first manifested themselves. In Italy, and above all 
in the Tuscan cities, they appeared throughout the four- 
teenth century in the growing enthusiasm for all that re- 
called the antique culture, and in the rapid advance of lux- 
ury and refinement in both public and private life. 

THE BEHAIBSAKITE 07 THE AB.T8. Classic Roman architect- 
ire had never lost its influence on the Italian taste. Gothic 
art, already declining in the West, had never been in Italy 
more than a borrowed garb, clothing architectural concep- 
tions classic rather than Gothic in spirit. The antique mon- 
uments which abounded on every hand were ever present 
models for the artist, and to the Florentines of the early 
fifteenth century the civilization which had created them 

resented the highest ideal of human culture. They 
longed to revive in their own time the glories of ancient 
Rome, and appropriated with uncritical and undiscriminat- 
ing enthusiasm the good and the bad, the early and the late 
forms of Roman art. Naively unconscious of the disparity 
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between their own architectural conceptions and those they 
fancied they imitated, they were, unknown to tiiemselves, 
creating a new style, in which tiie details of Roman art 
were fitted in novel combinations to new requirements. 
In proportion as the Church lost its hold on the culture of 
the age, this new architecture entered increasingly into the 
service of private luxury and public display. It created, it 
is true, striking types of church design, and made of the 
dome one of the most imposing of external features ; but 
its most characteristic products were palaces, villas, coun- 
cil halls, and monuments to the great and the powerful. 
The personal element in design asserted itself as never be- 
fore in the growth of schools and the development of 
styles. Thenceforward the history of Italian architecture 
becomes the history of the achievements of individual ar- 
tists. 

EABLT SEOHnrmOB. Already in the 13th century the pul- 
pits of Niccolo Pisano at Sienna and Pisa had revealed 
that master's direct recourse to antique monuments for in- 
spiration and suggestion. In the frescoes of Giotto and 
his followers, and in the architectural details of many nom- 
inally Gothic buildings, classic forms had appeared with 
increasing frequency during the fourteenth century. This 
was especially true in Florence, which was then the artistic 
capital of Italy. Never, perhaps, since the days of Peri- 
cles, had there been another community so permeated with 
the love of beauty in art, and so endowed with the capac- 
ity to realize it. Nowhere else in Europe at that time was 
there such strenuous life, such intense feeling, or such free 
course for individual genius as in Florence. Her artists, 
with unexampled versatility, addressed themselves with 
equal success to goldsmiths' work, sculpture, architecture 
and engineering — often to painting and poetry as well ; and 
they were quick to catch in their art the spirit of the clas- 
sic revival. The new movement achieved its first archi- 
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tectural triumph in the dome of the cathedral of Florence 
(1420-64) ; and it was Florentine — or at least Tuscan — ar- 
tists who planted in other centres the seeds of the new 
art that were to spring up in the local and provincial 
schools of Sienna, Milan, Pavia, Bologna, and Venice, of 
Brescia, Lucca, Perugia, and Rimini, and many other North 
Italian cities. The movement asserted itself late in Rome 
and Naples, as an importation from Northern Italy, but it 
bore abundant fruit in these cities in its later stages. 

FESIODB. The classic styles which grew up out of the 
Renaissance may be divided for convenience into four pe- 

The Early Renaissance or Formative Period, 1420- 

90 ; characterized by the grace and freedom of the deco- 
rative detail, suggested by Roman prototypes and applied 
to compositions of great variety and originality. 

The High Renaissance or Formally Classic Period, 
I490-I550. During this period classic details were copied 
with increasing fidelity, the orders especially appearing in al- 
most all compositions ; decoration meanwhile losing some- 
what in grace and freedom. 

The Earlier Baroque (or Baroco), 1550-1600; a 
period of classic formality characterized by the use of 
colossal orders, engaged columns and rather scanty deco- 
ration. 

The Decline or Later Baroque, marked by poverty 
of invention in the composition and a predominance of 
vulgar sham and display in the decoration. Broken pedi- 
ments, huge scrolls, florid stucco-work and a general dis- 
regard of architectural propriety were universal. 

During the eighteenth century there was a reaction from 
these extravagances, which showed itself in a return to the 
servile copy ingof classic models, sometimes not without a cer- 
tain dignity of composition and restraint in the decoration. 

By many writers the name Renaissance is confined to the 
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first period. This is correct from tiie etymological point 
of view ; but it is impossible to dissociate the first period 
historically from those which followed it, down to the final 
exhaustion of the artistic movement to which it gave birth, 
in the heavy extravagances of the Rococo. 

Another division is made by the Italians, who give the 
name of the Quattrocento to the period which closed with 
the end of the fifteenth century, Cinquecento to the six- 
teenth cenury, and Scicente to the seventeenth century or 
Rococo. It has, however, become common to confine the 
use of the term Cinquecento to the first half of the six- 
teenth century. 

COHSTBircTlOH AHD DETAIL. The architects of the Re- 
naissance occupied themselves more with_jQrQLthan with 
construction, and rarely set themselves constructive prob- 
lems of great difficulty. Although the new architecture 
began with the colossal dome of the cathedral of Florence, 
and culminated in the stupendous church of St, Peter at 
Rome, it was pre-eminently an architecture of palaces and 
villas, of facades and of decorative display. Constructive 
difficulties were reduced to their lowest terms, and the 
constructive framework was concealed, not emphasized, by 
the decorative apparel of the design. Among the master- 
pieces of the early Renaissance are many buildings of small 
dimensions, such as gates, chapels, tombs and fountains. 
In these the individual fancy had full sway, and produced 
surprising results by the beauty of enriched mouldings, of 
carved friezes with infant genii, wreaths of fruit, griffins, 
masks and scrolls ; by pilasters covered with arabesques 
as delicate in modelling as if wrought in silver ; by inlays 
of marble, panels of glazed terra-cotia, marvellously carved 
doors, fine stucco-work in relief, capitals and cornices of 
wonderful richness and variety. The Roman orders ap- 
peared only in free imitations, with panelled and carved 
pilasters for the most part instead of columns, and cap- 
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ttals of fanciful design, recalling remotely the Corinthian 
by their volutes and leaves (Fig. 158). Instead of the low- 
pitched classic pediments, there appears freijuently an 
arched cornice enclosing a sculptured lunette. Doors and 
windows were en- 
closed in richly carved 
frames, sometimes 
arched and sometimes 
square. Fapadeswere 
flat and unbroken, de- 
pending mainly fur 
effect upon the dis- 
tribution and adorn- 
ment of the openings, 
and the design of 
doorways, courtyards 
and cornices. Inter- 
nally vaults and flat 
ceilings of wood and 
plaster were about 
equally common, the '"^' 's'— ^*'"-^ HBM*jssANce cai'it^m'sl. mmi, 
barrel vault and dome 

occurring far more frequently than the groined vault. 
Many of the ceilings of this period are of remarkable rich- 
ness and beauty. 

THE EABLT EEHAIBBARCE II) FLOKEITCE ; TH£ DUOIIO. In 
the year 1417 a public competition was held for complet- 
ing the cathedral of Florence by a dome over the immense 
octagon, 143 feet in diameter. Filippo Brumlkschi, sculptor 
and architect {1377-1446), who with Donatello had jour- 
neyed to Rome to study there the masterworks of ancient 
art, after demonstrating the inadequacy of all the solutions 
proposed by the competitors, was finally permitted to un- 
dertake the gigantic task according to his own plans. 
These provided for an octagonal dome in two shells, con- 
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nected by eight major and sixteen minor ribs, and crowned 
by a lantern at the top (Fig. 159). This wholly original 
conception, by which for the first time (outside of Mos- 
lem art) the dome w;is made an 
external feature fitly terminating 
in the light forms and upward 
movement of a lantern, was carried 
out between the years 1420 and 
1464. Though in no wise an imi- 
tation of Roman forms, it was 
classic in its spirit, in its vastness 
and its simplicity of line, and was 
made possible solely by Brunei- 
leschi's studies of Roman design 
and construction (Fig. 160). 

OTHER CHUBCHEB. From Bru- 
nelleschi's designs were also erect- 
ed the Pazzi Chapel in Sta. Croce, 
'^'" '"uI^uVI'lui^^k """ "' -i charmingdesign ofaGreekcross 
covered with a dome at the inter- 
section, and preceded by a vestibule with a richly decorated 
vault ; and the two great churches of 8. IiOrenzo (1425) and 
8. 8pirito ('433-1476, Fig. 161). Both reproduced in a 
measure the plan of the Pisa Cathedral, having a three- 
aisled nave and transepts, with a low dome over the cross- 
ing. The side aisles were covered with domical vaults and 
tjiecentralaisleswithflatwoodenor plaster ceilings. All the 
details of columns, arches and mouldings were imitated from 
Roman models, and yet the result was something entirely 
new. Consciously or unconsciously, Brunelleschi was re- 
viving Byzantine rather than Roman conceptions in the 
planning and structural design of these domical churches, 
but the garb in which he clothed them was Roman, at least 
in detail. The Old SacriJty of S. Lorenzo was another 
domical design of great beauty. 
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From this time on the new style was in general use for 
church designs. L. B, Alberti (1404-73), who had in Rome 
mastered classic details more thiiroughly than Brunel- 
leschi, remodelled the church of S. Franoewo at Bimini 
with Roman pilasters and arches, and wilh engaged orders 
in the fapade, which, however, was never completed. His 
great work was the church of S. Andrea at Hantna, a Latin 
cross in plan, with a dome at the intersection {the present 
high dome dating however, only from the i8th century) 
and a fapade to which the conception of a Roman tri- 
umphal arch was skilfully 
adapted. His facade of 
incrusted marbles for the 
church of S. M. Novella 
at Florence was a less 
successful work, though 
its flaring consoles over 
the side aisles established 
an unfortunate precedent 
frequently imitated in 
later churches. 

A great activity in 
church-building marked 
the period between 1475 
and 1490. The plans 
of the churches erected 
about this time through- 
out north Italy display an 
interesting variety of ar- "''■ i^— k"""|"« '" """n "'■ i>i™o, 
rangements, in nearly all 

of which the dome is combined with the three-aisled cruci- 
form plan, either as a central feature at the crossing or as 
a domical vault over each bay. Bologna and Ferrara possess 
a number of churches of this kind. Occasionally thebasilican 
arrangement was followed, with columnar arcades separat- 
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ing the aisles. More often, however, the pier-arches were 
of the Roman type, with engaged columns or pilasters be- 
tween them. The interiors, presumably intended to re- 



ceive painted decorations, were 



I 



most cases somewhat 
bare of ornament, 
pleasing rather by 
happy proportions and 
effective vaulting or 
rich flat ceilings, pan- 
elled, painted and gild- 
ed, than by elaborate 
architectural detail. 
A similar scantiness 
of ornament is to be 
rfinarked in the ex- 
yriors, excepting the 
(V^ades, which were 
i.ometimes highly or- 
nLiie ; the doorways, 
with columns, pedi- 
ments, sculpture and 
carving, receiving es- 
pecial attention. High 
na. 161.— iNTKRioK or b. sHiKiTo, fujiiBNcB. cxtenial domcs did 
not come into general 
use until the next period. In Milan, Pavia, and some other 
Lombard cities, the internal cupola over the crossing was, 
however, covered externally by a lofty structure in dimin- 
ishing stages, like that of the Certosa at Pavia (Fig. 152), or 
that erected by Bramante for the church of S. M. delle 
Grazie at Milan. At Prato, in the church of the Hadonna 
delle Career! (1495-1516), by Gi'iiliano lia S. Gailo, the type 
of the Pazzi chapel reappears in a larger scale ; the plan 
is cruciform, with equal or nearly equal arms covered 
by barrel vaults, at whose intersection rises a dome of 
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moderalc height on pendentives. This charming edifice, 
with its unfinished exterior of white marble, its simple and 
digniiied lines, and internal embellishments in ddla-Robbia 
ware, is one of the masterpieces of the period. 

In the designing of chapels and oratories the architects 
of the early Renaissance attained conspicuous success, 
these edifices presenting fewer structural limitations and 
being more purely decorative in character than the larger 
churches. Such facades as that of S. Bernardino at Peru- 
gia and of the Frati di S. Spirito at Bologna are among 
the most delightful products of the decorative fancy of the 
15th century. 

FIOBENTINE PALACES. While the architects of this period 
faileij to develop any new and thoroughly satisfactory ec- 
clesiastical type, they 
attained conspicuous 
success in palace- 
architecture. The 
Bicc&idi palace in 
Florence (1430) marks 
the first step of the 
Renaissance in this 
direction. It was built 
for the great Cosimo 
di Medici by Mtche- 
loszi (1397-1473). a 
contemporary of Bru- 
nelleschi and Albert!, 
and a man of great 
talent. Its imposing 
rectangular f a 9 a d e, 
with widely spaced 
mullioned windows in 
two stories over a massive basement, is crowned with 4I 
classic cornice of unusual and perhaps excessive size. \s\ 
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spite of the bold and fortress-like character of the rusti- 
cated masonry of these Facades, and the mediaaval look they 
seem to present to modern eyes, they marked a revolution 
in style and established a type frequently imitated in later 
years. The courtyard, in contrast with this stern exterior, 
appears light and cheerful {Fig. 162). Its wall is carried on 
round arches borne by columns with Corinthianesque cap- 
itals, and the arcade is enriched with sculptured medal- 
lions. The Pitti Palace, by Brunelleschi (1435), embodies 
the same ideas on a 
more colossal scale, 
but lacks the grace of 
an adequate cornice. 
A lighter and more 
ornate style appeared 
in 1460 in the P. En- 
cellai, by Alberli, in 
uhich for the first 
lime classical pilas- 
tirs in superposed 
^uiges were applied 

To avoid the dilemma 
of either insufficiently crowning the edifice or making the 
cornice too heavy for the upper range of pilasters, Alberti 
made use of brackets, occupying the width of the upper 
frieze, and convening the whole upper entablature into a 
cornice. But this compromise was not quite successful, and 
it remained for later architects in Venice, Verona, and Rome 
to work out more satisfactory methods of applying the 
orders to many-storied palace facades. In the great P, 
Strozzi (Fig. 163), erected in 1490 by Beiudetio da Majano 
and Cronaca, the architects reverted to the earlier type of 
the P. Riccardi, treating it with greater refinement and pro- 
ducing one of the noblest palaces of Italy. 
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CODBTYiEDS; ABCADEB. These palaces were all built 
around interior courts, whose walls rested on columnar ar- 
cades, as in the P. Riccardi (Fig. i6a). The origin of these 
arcades may be found in the arcaded cloisters of medieval 
monastic cliurches, which often suggest classic models, as 
in those of St. Paul-beyond -the -Walls and St. John Lateran 
at Rome. Brunelleschi not only introduced columnar ar- 
cades into a number of cloisters and palace courts, but also 
used them effectively as exterior features in the Loggia S. 
Paolo and the Foundling Hospital (Ospedale degli Inno- 
oenti) at Florence. The chief drawback in these light ar- 
cades was their inability to withstand the thrust of the 
vaulting over the space behind them, and the consequent 
recourse to iron tie-rods where vaulting was used. The 
Italians, however, seemed to care little about this disfigure- 
ment. 

xraoB WORKS. -The details of the new style were devel- 
oped quite as rapidly in purely decorative works as in 
monumental buildings. Altars, mural monuments, taber- 
nacles, pulpits and ciboria afforded scope for the genius of 
the most distinguished artists. Among those who were 
specially celebrated in works of this kind should be named 
Luua della JioMia (1400-82) and his successors, MifiB da 
Fiesole (1431-84) and Benedetto da Majano (1442-97). Pos- 
sessed of a wonderful fertility of invention, they and their 
pupils multiplied their works in extraordinary number and 
variety, not only thronghout north Italy, but also in Rome 
and Naples. Among the most famous examples of this 
branch of design may be mentioned a pulpit in Sta. Croce 
by B. da Majano ; a terra-cotta fountain in the sacristy of 
S. M. Novella, by the della Robbias; the Marsupini tomb 
in Sta. Croce, by Desiderh da Settignano (all in Florence) ; 
the della Rovere tomb in S. M. del Popolo, Rome, by Mino 
da Fiesole, and in the Cathedral at Lucca the Noceto 
tomb and the Tempietto, by Matteo Civitali. It was in 
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works of this character that the Renaissance oftenest made 
was the case in 
Sienna, Pisa, Lucca, 
Naples, etc. 

HOBTH IT&LT. Be- 
tween 1450 and 1490 
the Renaissance pre- 
sented in Sienna, in a 
number of important 
palaces, a sharp con- 

.iiihic style of that 
uy. The P. Picco- 
lommi — a somewhat 
crude imitation of the 
P. Riccardi in Flor- 
ence — dates from 
1463 ; the p. del Go- 
verno was built 1469, 
iii<! the Spannocchi 
in .470. 1» 
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|i>,i ,-/«/. F.-J.righi 
uilt there the Log- 
gia del Papa. About 
e same time Ber- 
•.rdo di Lorcnao was 
building for Pope Pius 
{.^neas Sylvius 
Piccolomini) an en- 
tirely new city, Pi- 
enza, with a cathe- 
dral, archbishop's palace, town hall and Papal residence 
(the P. Ficcolomlni), which are interesting it not strikingly 
original works. Pisa possesses few early Renaissance 
structures, owing to the utter prostration of her fortunes 
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in the 15th century, and the dominance of Pisan Gothic tra- 
ditions. In Lucca, besides a wealth of minor monuments 
(largely the work of Matleo Civitali, 1435-1501) in various 
churches, a number of palaces date from this period, the 
most important being the P. Pretorio and P. Bernardini. 
To Milan the Renaissance was carried by the Florentine 
masters Michdozzi 3.n6 Filarete, to whom are respectively due 
the Portmari Chapel in S. Eustorgio (J462) and the earlier 
part of the great Oipedale Hagglore (1457). In the latter, 
an edifice of brick with tcrra-cotta enrichments, the windows 
were Gothic in outline — an unusual mixture of styles, even 
in Italy. The munificence of the Sforzas, the hereditary 
tyrants of the province, embellished the semi-Gothic Certow 
of Pavia with a new marble facade, begun 1476 or 1491, 
which in its fanciful and exuberant decoration, and the small 
scale of its parts, belongs properly to the early Renaissance, 
Exquisitely beautiful in detail, it resembles rather a magni- 
fied altar-piece than a work of architecture, properly speak- 
ing. Bologna and Ferrara developed somewhat late in the 
century a strong local school of architecture, remarkable 
especially for the beauty of its courtyards, its graceful street 
arcades, and its artistic treatment of brick and terra-cotta 
(P. Bevilaoqua, P, Pava, at Bologna ; P, Scrofe. P. Roverella, at 
Ferrara). About the same time palaces with interior ar- 
cades and details in the new style were erected in Verona, 
Vicenza, Mantua, and other cities. 

TZincE. In this city of merchant princes and a wealthy 
bourgeoisie, the architecture of the Renaissance took on a 
new aspect of splendor and display. It was late in appear- 
ing, the Gothic style with its tinge of Byzantine decorative 
traditions having here developed into a style well suited to 
the needs of a rich and relatively tranquil community. These 
traditions the architects of the new style appropriated in a 
measure, as in the marble incrustations of the exquisite 
little church of 8. M. del Miraeoli (1480-89), and the facade 
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of the ScaoladiS. UaroD (1485-1533), both by Pieiro Lom- 
bardo. Nowhere else, unless on the contemporary facade 
of the Certosa at Pavia, were marblt inlays and delicate 
carving, combined with a framework of thin pilasters, finely 
profiled entablatures and arched pediments, so lavishly be- 
stowed upon the street fronts of churches and palaces. 
The family of the Zcwi*ii/-(/(* (Martino, his sons Moro and 
Pietro, and grandsons Antonio and Tullio), with Ant. Brcgno 
and Bart. Buon, were the leaders in the architectural Re- 
naissance of this period, and to them Venice owes her 
choicest masterpieces in the new style. Its first appear- 
ance is noted in the later portions of the church of B- Zac- 
caria {1456-1515), partly Gothic internally, with a facade 
whose semicircular pediment and small decorative arcades 
show a somewhat timid but interesting application of clas- 
sic details. In this church, and still more so in S. Giobbe 
(1451-93) and the Miracoli above mentioned, the decora- 
tive element predominates throughout. It is hard to im 
agine details more graceful in design, more effective in the 
swing of their movement, or more delicate in execution 
than the mouldings, reliefs, wreaths, scrolls, and capitals 
one encounters in these buildings. Yet in structural inter- 
est, in scale and breadth of planning, these early Renais- 
sance Venetian buildings hold a relatively inferior rank. 

PALACES. The great Court of the Stye's Palace, begun 
1483 by Ant. Jiizzio, belongs only in part to the first period. 
It shows, however, the lack of constructive principle and 
of largeness of composition just mentioned, but its decora- 
tive effect and picturesque variety elicit almost universal 
admiration. Like the neighboring facade of St. Mark's, it 
violates nearly every principle of correct composition, and 
yet in a measure atones for this capital defect by its charm 
of detail. Far more satisfactory from the purely architect- 
ural point of view is the facade of the P. Vflndramiiti (Ven- 
dramin-Calergi), by Pietro Lombardo (1481). The simple, 



THE EARLY RENAISSANCE IN ITALY. 285 

itely lines of its composition, the dignity of its broad 
arched and mullioned windows, separated by engaged co!- 
imns— the earliest example in Venice of this feature, and 
jne of the earliest in Italy — its well-proportioned basement 
ind upper stories, crowned by an adequate but somewhat 
heavy entablature, make this one of the finest palaces in 
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Italy (Fig. 165). It established a type of large-windowed, 
vigorously modelled fa9ades which later architects devel- 
oped, but hardly surpassed. In the smaller contemporary, 
P. Dario, another type appears, better suited for small 
buildings, depending for effect mainly upon well-ordered 
openings and incrusted panelling of colored marble. 

ROKZ. Internal disorders and the long exile of the popes 
had by the end of the fourteenth century reduced Rome to 
utter insignificance. Not until the second half of the fif- 
teenth century did returning prosperity and wealth afford 
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the Renaissance its opportunity in the Eternal City. Pope 
Nicholas V. had, indeed, begun the rebuilding of St. Peter's 
from designs by 13, Rossellini, in 1450, but the project lapsed 
shortly after with the death of the pope. The earliest Re- 
naissance building in Rome was the F. di Venezia, begun in 
145s, together with the adjoining porch of S, Marco, In 
this palace and the adjoining unfinished Palazzetto we fmd 
the influence of the old Roman monuments clearly mani- 
fested in the court arcades, built iike those of the Colosseum, 
with superposed stages of massive piers and engaged col- 
umns carrying entablatures. The proportions are awk- 
ward, the details coarse ; but the spirit of Roman classic- 
ism is here seen in the germ. The exterior of this palace 
is, however, still Gothic in spirit. The architects are un- 
known ; Giuliano da Majano (1452-90), Giacomo di Pietra- 
santa, and Mea del Caprino (1430-1501) are known to have 
worked upon it, but it is not certain in what capacity. 

The new style, reaching, and in time overcoming, the con- 
servatism of the Church, overthrew the old basiHcan tradi- 
tions. In 8. Ajfostino (1479-83), by Pieirasanta, and 8. H. del 
Popolo, by Pintelli (?), piers with pilasters or half-columns 
and massive arches separate the aisles, and the crossing is 
crowned with a dome. To the same period belong the 
Sistine chapel and parts of the Vatican palace, but the in- 
terest of these lies rather in their later decorations than in 
their somewhat scanty architectural merit. 

The architectural renewal of Rome, thus begun, reached 
its culmination in the following period. 

OTHEB KOimilESTB. The complete enumeration of even 
the most important Early Renaissance monuments of Italy 
is impossible within our limits. Two or three only can 
here be singled out as suggesting types. Among town 
halls of this period the first place belongs to the P. del Con- 
■iglio at Verona, by Fra Giocoitdo (i43S-iS'5)' '" '^'^ 
beautiful edifice the fapade consists of a light and graceful 
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' arcade supporting a wal! pierced with four windows, and 
covered with elaborate frescoed arabesques (recently re- 
stored). Its unfortunate division by pilasters into four 
bays, with a pier in the centre, is a blemish avoided in the 
contemporary P. del ConsigUo at Padua. 'Ilie Ducal Palace 
at Urbino, by Lucitnw da Laurano (1468}, is noteworthy for 
its fine arcaded court, and was highly famed in its day. At 
Brescia S. TL. del Hiraooli is a remarkable example of a cru- 
ciform domical church dating from the close of this period, 
and is especially celebrated for the exuberant decoration of 
its porch and its elaborate detail. Few campaniles were 
built in this period ; the best of them are at Venice. Naples 
possesses several interesting Early Renaissance moiiaments, 
chief among which are the Porta Capnana (1484), by GiuL 
da Majano,ihe triumphal Arch of Alphonio of Arragon, by 
Pieiro di Martino, and the P. Qravina, by Gab. d'Agnolo. 
Naples is also very rich in minor works of the early Re- 
naissance, in which it ranks with Florence, Venice, and 
Rome. 
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CHAPTER XXI. 

RENAISSANCE ARCHITECTURE IN ITALY— ConUitued. 

THE ADVANCED RENAISSANCE AND DECLINE. 

Books Recommended : As before, Burckhardt, Cico- 
gnara, Fergusson, Palustre. Also, Gauthier, Z^s plus beaux 
titifices de Genes. Geymilller, Les projets primitifs pour la 
basilique i/e St. Pierre ite Rome. Gujlilt, Gesekiehle des Ba- 
rockstiles in Italien. Letarouilly, Edifices de Rome Modtrne ; 
Le Vatican. Palladio, The Works of A. Palladia. 

CHABACTEB OF THE ADVANCED BEVAISBANCE. It was inev- 
itable iliat the study uml imitation of Roman ari:hitecture 
should lead to an increasingly literal rendering of classic 
details and a closer copying of antique compositions. Tow- 
ard the ciose of the fifteenth century the symptoms began 
to multiply of the approaching reign of formal classicism. 
Correctness in the reproduction of old Roman forms came 
in time to be esteemed as one of the chief of architectural 
virtues, and in the following period the orders became the 
principal resource of the architect. During the so-called 
Cinquecento, that is, from the close of the fifteenth cen- 
tury to nearly or quite 1550, architecture still retained 
much of the freedom and refinement of the Quattrocento. 
There was meanwhile a notable advance in dignity and 
amplitude of design, especially in the internal distribution 
of buildings. Externally the orders were freely used as 
subordinate features in the decoration of doors and win- 
dows, and in court arcades of the Roman type. The Ian 
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rtern-crownetl dome upon a high drum was developed into 
one of the noblest of architectural forms. Great attention 
was bestowed upon all subordinate features ; doors and 
windows were treated with frames and pediments of ex- 
treme elegance and refinement ; all the cornices and 
mouldings were proportioned and profiled with the utmost 
care, and the balustrade was elaborated into a feature at 
once useful and highly ornate. Interior decoration was 
even more splendid than before, if somewhat less delicate 
and subtle ; relief enrichments in stucco were used with 
admirable effect, and the greatest artists exercised their 
talents in the painting of vaults and ceilings, as in P. del 
T^ at Mantua, by Giulio Romano (i49!-i546), and the Sis- 
tine Chapel at Rome, by Michael Angelo. This period is 
distinguished by an exceptional number of great architects 
and buildings, It was ushered in by Bramante Lazzari, of 
Urbino (1444-15 14), and closed during the ca.reer of Mir/iafl 
Angelo Buonarotti (1475-1564) ; two names worthy to rank 
with that of Brunelleschi. Inferior only to these in archi- 
tectural genius were Raphael (1483-1520), Baldassare Pt- 
rwsj/ (1481-1536), Antonio da San Gallii the Younger (1485- 
1546), and G. Barozzi da Vignola (1507-1572), in Rome ; 
Giacopo Tatti Sansovitio (1479-1570), in Venice, and others 
almost equally illustrious. This period witnessed the erec- 
tion of an extraordinary series of palaces, villas, and 
churches, the beginning and much of the construction of 
St. Peter's at Rome, and a complete transformation in the , 
aspect of that city. 

BEAKAITTE'B WOBES. While precise time limits cannot be 
set to architectural styles, it is not irrational to date this 
period from the maturing of ISramante's genius. While his 

I earlier works in Milan belong to the Quattrocento (S, M, 
(lelle Grazie, the sacristy of San Satiro, the extension of the 
Great Hospital), his later designs show the classic tendency 
very clearlv. The charming Tempietto in the court of S. 
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Pietro in Montorio at Rome, a circular temple-like chapel 
(1502), is composed of purely classic elements. In the P. 
Oiraad (Fig, 166} anil the great Cftscelleria Palace, pilas- 
ters appear in the external composition, and all the details 
of doors and windows betray the results of classic study, 
as well as the refined taste of their designer.* The beauti- 
ful courtyard of the Cancelleria combines the Florentine 
system of arches on columns with the Roman s)'stem of 
superposed arcades 
independent of the 
court wall. In 1506 
Bramante began the 
rebuilding of St. 
Peter's forJuUuslI. 
(see p. 294) and the 
construction of a 
new and imposing 
papal palace adjoin- 
ing it on the Vatican 
hill. Of this colos- 
sal group of edifices, 
commonly known as 
nc. i66,-"rj.D> or TH» li.BAi.a talsce, kohe, j},^ Vatican, he ex- 
ecuted the greater 
Belvedere court (afterward divided in two by the Library 
and the Braccio Nuovo), the lesser octagonal court of the 
Belvedere, and the court of San Damaso, with its arcades 
afterward frescoed by Raphael and his school. Besides 
these, the cloister of S. M. della Pace, and many other 
works in and out of Rome, reveal the impress of Bramante's 
genius, alike in their admirable plans and in the harmony 
and beauty of iheir details. 

TLOBSMTIHE PALACES. The V. Riccardi long remained 
the accepted type of palace in Florence. As we have seen, 
it was imitated in the Strozzi palace, as late as 1489, with 

* Sec Appeiidi^i C. 
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greater perfection of detail, but with no ratlica) i:hange ui 
conception. In the F. Gondi, however, begun in the fol- 
lowing year by Giu/ianti da San Gallo (1445-1516), a more 
pronounced classic spirit appears, especially in the court 
and the interior design Early in the i6th century classic 
columns and pediments began to be used as decora- 
tions for doors and windows ; the rustication was confined 
10 basements and corner-quoins, and niches, loggias, and 
porches gave variety of light and shade to the fapades 
{P. Bartolini, by ^tffrt'f (/'v^^no/'f ,- F. Larderel, i5i5,byZ)o- 
sio ; P. Guada^ni, by Cronaca ; P. Pandolflni, 1518, attri- 
buted to Raphael). In the P. SerriBtori, by Baccio d'Ag- 
nolo (1510), pilasters were applied to the composition of the 
facade, but this example was not often followed in Flor- 

BOXAJf FAIACEB. These followed a different type. They 
were usually of great size, and built around ample courts 
with arcades of classic model in two or three stories. The 
broad street facade in three stories with an attic or mezza- 
nine was crowned with a rich cornice. The orders were 
sparingly used externally, and effect was sought principally 
in the careful proportioning of the stories, in the form and 
distribution of the square-headed and arched openings, and 
in the design of mouldings, string-courses, cornices, and 
other details. The piaiw iwbile, or first story above the 
basement, was given up to suites of sumptuous reception- 
rooms and halls, with magnificent ceilings and frescoes by 
the great painters of the day, while antique statues and re- 
liefs adorned the courts, vestibules, and niches of these 
princely dwellings. The Massimi palace, by Peruzzi, is an 
interesting example of this type. The Vatican, Cancelleria, 
and Ciiraud palaces have already been mentioned ; other not- 
able palaces are the Palnia (1506) and Sacchetti (1540). by 
A. da San Gallo the Younger ; the Farnenaa, by Peruzzi, 
with celebrated fresco decorations designed by Raphael ; 



292 



HISTORY OF ARCHITECTURE. 



and the Lante (1520) and Allcmps (1530), by Peruzzi. But 
the noblest creation of this period was the 

7&B1(ESB PALACE, by many esteemed the finest in Italy. 
It was begun in 1530 for Alex. Farnese (Paul III.) by A. 
da San Gallo the Younger, with Vignola's collaboration. 
The simple but admirable plan is shown in Fig, 167, and 
the courtyard, the most impos- 
ing in Italy, in Fig. 168. The 
exterior is monotonous, but the 
noble cornice by Michael An- 
gelo measurably redeems this 
defect. The fine vaulted col- 
umnar entrance vestibule, the 
court and the salons, make up. 
an ensemble worthy of the great 
architects who designed it. 
The loggia toward the- river 
was added by G. delta Porta 
in ,580. 

TILLA8. The Italian villa of 
this pleasure-loving period af- 
forded full scope for the most 
playful fancies of the architect, decorator, and landscape 
gardener. It comprised usually a dwelling, a casino ur 
amusement-house, and many minor edifices, summer-houses, 
arcades, etc., disposed in extensive grounds laid out with 
terraces, cascades, and shaded alleys. The style was grace- 
ful, sometimes trivial, but almost always pleasing, making 
free use of stucco enrichments, both internally and ex- 
ternally, with abundance of gilding and frescoing. The 
Villa Hadama {1516), by Raphael, with stucco-decorations 
by Giulio Romano, though incomplete and now dilapidated, 
is a noted example of ihc style. More complete, the Villa 
of Pope Jnllni, by VignoJa (1550), belongs by its purity of 
style to this period ; its facade well exemplifies the simplicity, 
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dignity, and fine proportions of this master's work. In ad- 
L to these Roman villas may be mentioned the T, 
Hedioi (1540, by Aimibak Lippi ; now the French Academy of 
le) ; the Cauno del Papa intht Vatican Gardens, by /"/Vri* 
Ligorio (1560) ; the V. Lante, near Viterbo, and the T. d'Eite, 
. Tivoli, as displaying among almost countless others the 
Italian skill in combining architecture and gardening. 

OHnaCH£S AKD CHAPELS. This period witnessed the build- 
ng of a few churches of the first rank, but it was especially 
prolific in memorial, votive, and sepulchral chapels added 
to churches already existing, like the CMgi Cliapel of S. M. 
del Popolo, by Raphael. The earlier churches of this 
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period generally followed 
as the central feature dnmi- 
natiiig a cruciform plan, aini 
simple, unostentatious :uid 
sometimes uninteresting ex- 
teriors. Among them may be 
mentioned : at Pistoia, S. M. 
del Letto and 8. M. dell" 
llmiltk, the latter a fine dom- 
ical rotunda by Ventura Vitoiu 
(1509), with all imposing vts- 
tibule ; at Venice, S. Salva- 
tore, by Ttitlh Jjim/uu ./.> 
(1530), an admirable cilJIu .■ 
with alternating domical aw.] 
barrel -van lied bays; 8. Geor- 
gio dei Oreclii (1536), hy '"'- •'«■-'"■■"'■ <" """"' "■■ """='« 
Saiiso7'iio, and S. M. Formosa ; 

at Todi, the Hadoima della OonBolasione (1510), hy Cola da 
Ciiprarola, a charming design with a high dome and four 
npses 7 at Montefiascone, the Kadoima delle Qrarie, by 
SamtniefieU (1523), besides several churches at Bologna, 
Ferrara, Prato, Sienna, and Rome of almost or quite equal 
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interest. In these churches one may trace the development 
of the dome as an external feature, while in S.Biagio, at 
Montepulciano, the effort was made liy Ant. Jit San Galln 
the Elder to combine with il the contrasting lines of two 
campaniles, of which, however, but one was completed. 

ST. FETEB'B. The culmination of Renaissance church ar- 
chitecture was reached in St. Peter's, at Rome. The orig- 
inal project of Nicholas V. having lapsed with his death, 
it was the intention of Julius II. to erect on the same 
site a stupendous mausoleum over the monument he had 
ordered of Michael Angelo. The design of Bramante, who 
began its erection in 1506, comprised a Greek cross with 
apsidal arms, the four angles occupied by domical chapels 
and loggias within a square outline (Fig. 169). The too 
hasty execution of this noble design led to the collapse of 
two of the arches under the dome, and to long delays after 
Bramante 's death in 1514. Raphael, Giullano da San Gal- 
lo, Peruzzi, and A. da 
San Gallo the Younger 
successively supervised 
the works under the 
popes from Leo X. to 
Paul III., and devised a 
vast number of plans for 
its completion. Most 
of these involved fun- 
damental alterations of 
the original scheme, and 
were motived by the 
abandonment of the pro- 
posed monument of Ju- 
lius II. ; a church, and 
not a mausoleum, being in consequence required. In 1546 
Michael Angelo was assigned by Paul III. to the works, 
id gave final form to the general design in a simplified 
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version of Bramante's plan with more massive supports, j 
square east front with a portico for the chief entrance, ant 
the unrivalled Some, which 
This dome, slightly altered 
and improved in curvature 
by della Porta after M. 
Angelo's death in 1564, 
was completed by I>. Fon- 
drtWd in 1604. It is the most 
majestic creation of th^H 
Renaissance, and one of 
the greatest architectural 
conceptions of all history. 
It measures 140 feet in 
internal diameter, and with 
its two shells rises from a 
lofty drum, buttressed by 
coupled Corinthian col- 
umns, to a height of 405 
feet to the top of the lan- 
tern. The church, as left 
by Michael Angelo, was 
harmonious in its proper- . ","'" """•""■"■ 

' ' The portion below the line A, B. and the 

tions, chough the single wde ciupeK C A «"< "<d«i by M>dem>. 
order used internally and The r=n,.idd.t nprotnuHicbKi Angdo'. 
externally dwarfed by its 

colossal scale the vast dimensions of the edifice. Un- 
fortunately in 1606 C. Maderna was employed by Paul V. to 
lengthen the nave by two bays, destroying the proportions 
of the whole, and hiding the dome from view on a near ap- 
proach. The present tasteless facade was Maderiia's 
work. The splendid atrium or portico added (1629-67), by 
Bernini, as an approach, mitigates but does not cure the 
ugliness and pettiness of this front. 

St. Peter's as thus completed (Fig, 170) is the largest 
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church in existence, and in many respects is architecturally 
worthy of its pre-eminence. The central aisle, nearly 600 
feet long, with its stupendous jsanelled and gilded vault, 83 
feet in span, the vast central area and the majestic dome, 
belong to a conception unsurpassed in majestic simplicity 
and effectiveness. The construction is almost excessively 
massive, but admirably disposed. On the other hand the 
nave is too long, and the details not only lack originality 
and interest, but are also too large and coarse in scale, 
dwarfing tJie whole edifice. The interior (Fig. 171) is want- 
ing in the sobriety of color that befits so stately a design ; 
it suggests rather a pagan temple than a Christian basilica. 
These faults reveal the decline of taste which had already 
set in before Michael Angelo took charge of the work, and 
which appears even in the works of that master. 

THE PEBIOD OF FOBUAL CLASSICISM. With the middle of 
the 16th century the classic orders began to dominate all 
architectural design. While Vignola, who wrote a trea- 
tise upon the orders, employed them with unfailing refine- 
ment and judgment, his contemporaries showed less dis- 
cernment and taste, making of them an end rather than a 
means. Too often mere classical correctness was substi- 
tuted for the fundamental qualities of original invention 
'and intrinsic beauty of composition. The innovation of 
colossal orders extending through several stories, while it 
gave to exterior designs a certain grandeur of scale, tended 
to coarseness and even vulgarity of detail. Sculpture and 
ornament began to lose their refinement ; and while street- 
architecture gained in monumental scale, and public squares 
received a more stately adornment than ever before, the 
streel-fagades individually were too often bare and unin- 
teresting in their correct formality. In the interiors of 
churches and large halls there appears a struggle between a 
cold and dignified simplicity and a growing tendency tow- 
ard pretentious sham. But these pernicious tendencies did 
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not fully mature till the latter part of the century, and the 
half-century after 1540 or 1550 was prolific of notable works 
ill both ecclesiastical anil secular architecture. The names 
of Michael Angelo and Vignoia, whose careers be jjan in the 
preceding period ; of Palladio and della Porta (1541-1604) 
in Rome; of Sammichele and Sansovino in Verona and 
Venice, and of Galeazzo Alessi in Genoa, stand high in the 
ranks of architectural merit. 

CEITBCHES. The type established by St. Peter's was 
widely imitated throughout Italy. The churches in which 
a Greek or Latin cross is dominated by a high dome rising 
from a drum and terminating in a lantern, and is treated 
both internally and externally with Roman Corinthian pilas- 
ters and arches, are almost numberless. Among the best 
churches of this type is the Qesli at Rome, by Vignoia 
(1568), with a highly ornate interior of excellent propor- 
tions and a less interesting exterior, the fafade adorned 
with two stories of orders and great flanking volutes over 
the sides (seep. 377). Two churches at Venice, by ./'a/Za^ii' — 
S. Giorgio Saggiore (1560 ; facade by Scamozzi, 1575) and 
the Sedentore — offer a strong contrast to the Gesfi, in their 
cold and almost bare but pure and correct design. An imi- 
tation of Bramante's plan for St. Peter's appears in 8. H. di 
Carignano, at Genoa, by Galeazzo Akssi (1500-72), begun 
1552, a fine structure, though inferior in scale and detail to 
its original. Besides these and other important churches 
there were many large domical chapels of great splendor 
added to earlier churches ; of these the Chapel of Bixtai Tt 
in S. M. Maggiore, at Rome, by D. Fontana (1543-1607), is 
an excellent example. 

PALACBBi EOKX. The palaces on the Capitoline Hill, built 
at different dates (1540-1644) from designs by Michael An- 
g-!lo, illustrate the palace architecture of this period, and 
the imposing effect of a single colossal order running 
through two stories. This treatment, though well adapted 
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to produce niDnumental effects in large squares, was dan- 
gerous in its bareness and heaviness of scale, and was bet- 
ter suited for buildings of vast dimensions than for ordi- 
nary street-fafades. In other Roman palaces of tliis time 
the traditions of the preceding period still prevailed, as in 
the SaplenSK (University), by della Porta (1575), wliich has 
a dignified court and a fapade of great refinement without 
columns or pilasters. The Papal palacei built by Domen- 
ico Fontana on the Lateran, Quirinal, and Vatican hills, 
between 1574 and 1590, externally copying the style of the 
Farnese, show a similar return to earlier models, but are 
less pure and refined in detail than the Sapienza. The 
great pentagonal Palace of Caprarola, near Rome, by Vig- 
nola, is perhaps the most successful and imposing produc- 
tion of the Roman classic school. 

TSOOKA. Outside of Rome, palace-building took on vari- 
ous local and provincial phases of style, of which the most 
important were the closely related styles of Verona, Venice, 
and Vicenza. MicMe SatnmkhcU (1484-1549), who built 
in Verona the BevUftcqua, Canossa, Fompei, and Verzi pal- 
aces and the four chief city gates, and in Venice the P. 
Orimani, his masterpiece (1550), was a designer of great 
originality and power. He introduced into his military 
architecture, as in the gates of Verona, the use of rusticated 
orders, which he treated with skill and taste. The idea 
was copied by later architects and applied, with doubtful 
propriety, to palace- facades ; though Ammanati's garden- 
fagade for the Pitti palace, in Florence (cir. 1560), is an im- 
pressive and successful design. 

VEHICE. Into the development of the maturing classic 
style G(«i-^c Tatti Sansavina {li\^^~l^^o) introduced in his 
Venetian buildings new elements of splendor. Coupled 
columns between arches themselves supported on col- 
umns, and a profusion of figure sculpture, gave to his pal- 
fa9ades a hitherto unknown magnificence of effect, as 
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in the Library of St UarlE (now the Royal Palace, Fig. 172), 
and the Cornaro palace (P. Corner de CA Grande), both 
dating from about 1530-40. So strongly did he impress 
upon Venice these ornate and sumptuous variations on 
classic themes, that later 
architects adhered, in a 
very debased period, to 
the main features and 
spirit of his work. 

TICEKZA. Of /'a/Za- 
dio's churches in Venice 
wehavealreadyspoken ; 
his palaces are mainly 
to be found in his native 
city, Vicenza. In these 
structures he displayed 
great fertility of inven- 
tion and a profound fa- 
miliarity with the classic 
orders, but the degener- 
ate taste of the Baroque 
period already begins to 
show itself in his work. 
There is far less of archi- 
tectural propriety and 
grace in these preten- 
tious palaces, with their 
colossal orders and their 

affectation of grandeur, than in the designs ol Vignol.i or 
Sammichele. Wood and plaster, used to mimic stone, in- 
dicate the approaching reign of sham in all design (P, Bftr- 
barano, \^^o\ Chieregati, 1560; Tiene, Yalmarano, i55(>; 
Villa Capra). His masterpiece is the two-storied arcade 
about the medifeval Basilica, in which the arches are sup- 
ported on a minor order between engaged columns serving 
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as buttresses. This treatment has in consequence ever 
since been known as the Palladian Molive. 

DEHOA. During the second half of the sixteenth century 
a remarkable series of palaces was erected in Genoa, es- 
pecially notable for their great courts and imposing stair- 
cases. These last were given unusual prominence owing 
to differences of level in the courts, arising from the slope 
of their sites on the hillside. Many of these palaces were 
by Galeazzo Alessi (1502-72) ; others by architects of lesser 
note ; but nearly all characterized by their effective plan- 
ning, fine stairs and 
loggias, and strong and 
dignified, if sometimes 
uninteresting, detail (P. 
fialbi, Brignole, Cambi- 
asi, Doria-Turti [or Mu- 
nici]nii], Dnrazzo [or 
Kcalc], Fallavicini, and 
University). 

THE BAEOaiTE STYLE. 
A reaction from the cold 
dasnicismo of the late six- 
tecuth century showed 
itself in the following 
period, in the lawless 
and vulgar extrava- 
gances of the so-called 
Baroque style. The 
wealthy Jesuit order 
was a notorious contrib- 
utor to the debasement 
of architectural taste. 
Most of the Jesuit churches and many others not belong- 
ing to the order, but following its pernicous example, are 
i of bad taste and pretentious sham. Broken 
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H ill-applied sculpture in 
^M disregard for arc hi tec 
^M period, especially in 
^M lis church architect- 
^M ure, to whose style 
^M the name ytsuit is 
H often applied, Sham 
^1 marble and heavy 
|r and excessive gild- 

(Fig. .73). C.Ma. 
ilertia {1556-1629), 
Lorenzo Bernini 
(1589-1680). and F. 
Borromini (1599- 
1667) were the worst 
offenders of the pe- 
riod, though Bernini 
was an artist of un- 
doubted ability, as 
proved by his colon- 
nades or atrium in 
front of St. Peter's. 
There were, howev- 
er, architects of purer 
based age were worthy 

church architecture fo 
ity of the churches pre 
crowned by a high dor 
_ the design. Everywh 
^h pear in these churche 
^1 ternal decoration. S. 
^V StK, Agse»> by Borrom 
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nts, huge scrolls, heavy mouldings, 
exaggerated attitudes, and a genera 
tural propriety characterized this 

taste whose works even in that de 

of admiration. 
The Baroque style prevailed i 

almost two centuries. The major 
sent varieties of the cruciform pla 
rie which is usually the best part 

re else the vices of the period ap 
, especially in their facades and in 
H. della TlttOTla, by Maderna, an 
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style. Naples is particularly full of Baroque churches (Fig, 
173), a few of which, like iheOeiilHnOTO (1584), are dignified 
and creditable designs. The domical church of S, H. della 
Balste,at Venice {1631), by Longliena, is also a majestic edi- 
fice in excellent style (Fig, 174), and here and there other 
churches offer exceptions to the prevalent baseness of 
architecture. Particularly objectionable was the wholesale 
disfigurement of existing monuments by ruthless remodel- 
ling, as in S. John Laleran, at Rome, the cathedrals of Fer- 
rara and Ravenna, and many others. 

PALACES. These were generally superior to the churches, 
and not infrequently impressive and dignified structures. 
The two best examples in Rome are the P. Boighese, by 
Martina Lung/ii the Elder (1590), with a fine court arcade on 
coupled Doric and Ionic columns, and the P. Barberini, by 
Maderna and Borromini, with an elliptical staircase by 
Bernini, one of the few palaces in Italy with projecting 
lateral wings. In Venice, Longhena, in the Bezzonico and 
PflUTO palaces (1650-80), showed his freedom from the man- 
nerisms of the age by reproducing successfully the ornate 
but dignified style of Sansovino (see p. 301). At Naples D. 
Fontana, whose works overlap the Baroque period, produced 
intheEoyalPaUce(i6oo)and the Bo7alMiueaiii(i586-i6i5) 
designs of considerable dignity, in some respects superior to 
his papal residences in Rome. In suburban villas, like the 
Albani and Borgliete villas near Rome, the ostentatious 
style of the Di^cline found free and congenial expression. 

LATEB HOKUIIENIS. In the few eighteenth-century build- 
ings which are worthy of mention tiiere is noticeable a reac- 
tion from the extravagances of the seventeenth century, 
shown in the dignified correctness of the extenors and the 
somewhat frigid splendor of the interiors. The most nota- 
ble work of this period is the Soyftl Palace at Caserta. by 
Van ViteUi (175*), an architect of considerable taste and 
inventiveness, considering his time. This great palace, 800 
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rfeet square, encloses four fine courts, and is especially re- 
markable for the simple if monotonous dignity of the well 
proportioned exterior and the effective planning of its three 
octagonal vestibules, its ornate chapel and noble staircase. 
Staircases, indeed, were among the most successful features 
of late Italian architectnre, as in the BcalaBe^a of the 
Vatican, and in the Corsini, Braschi, and Barberini palaces 
at Rome, the Royal Palace at Naples, etc. 

In church architecture the eaBt front of S. John Lateran 
in Rome, by Galilei (1734), and the whole exterior of S. M. 
Haggiore, by Ferd. Fuga (1743), are noteworthy designs: 
the former an especially powerful conception, combining a 
colossal order with two smaller orders in superposed loggie, 
but marred by the excessive scale of the statues which 
crown it. The Foontaia of Trevi, conceived in much the 
same spirit (1735, by Niecola Salvi), is a striking piece of 
decorative architecture. The Sacristy of St. Peter's, by 
Afanhionne (1775), also deserves mention as a monumental 
and not uninteresting work. In the early years of the 
present century the Braccio Nuovo of the Vatican, by Sfern, 
the imposing church of 9. Francesco di Faola at Naples, by 
Bianehi, designed in partial imitation of the Pantheon, and 
the great B. Carlo Theatre at Naples, show the same coldly 
classical spirit, not wholly without merit, but lacking in 
true originality and freedom of conception, 

CAKFAHlLSa. The Campaniles of the Renaissance and 
Decline deserve at least passing reference, though they are 
neither numerous nor often of conspicuous interest. Thai 
of the Campidoglio (Capitol) at Rome, by Martino Lunghi, is 
a good example of the clas.sical type. Venetia possesses a 
number of graceful and lofty bell-towers, generally of brick 
with marble bell-stages, of which the upper part of the 
Campanile of St. Hark and th<; tower of S. Giorgio Mug- 
giore are the finest examples. 

The Decline attained what the early Renaissance aimed 
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at — the revival of Roman forms. Bui it was no longer a 
Renaissance ; it was a decrepit and unimaginative art, held 
in the fetters of a servile imitation, copying the letter 
rather than the spirit of antique design. It was the mis- 
taken and abject worship of precedent which started archi- 
tecture upon its downward path and led to the atrocious 
products of the seventeenth century. 

KOHHIIBNTS (mainly in adilitioo to those mentioned in the text). isTil 
Centuhy— Flore.nce; Foundling Hospital {Innocenli), 1421 ; Old Sac- 
risty and Cloister S. Lorenzo ; P. Quaralesi. 1440 : cloisters at Sla. Croce 
and Celiosa, all by BruneUe«:hi ; fafade S. M. Novella, by Albeiti, 1456 ; 
Badia at Fiesole, from designs of Brunelleschi, 1462 ; Court ot P. Vecchio, 
by Michelozzi, 1464 (altered and enriched. 1565) ; P. Cuadagni, by Cio- 
naca, 1490 : Hall of 500 in V. Vccchio, by same, 1455. — Venice : S. 
Zaccaria, by Marlino Lombardo, t457-i5i5 ; S. Mit-hele, by Moro Lora- 
bardo, 1466 ; S. M. del Ono, 1473 ; S. Giovanni Crisoslomo, by Moid 
Lombardo, atrium of S. Giovanni Evangclista, i'rocuraiic Vecchie, all 
1481 J Scuola di S. Marco, by Marlino Lombardo, 1490: P. Dario ; P. 
Comer-Spinelli.— Ferrara : P. Schifanoja, 1469 ; P. Serofa or Costabil). 
1485 : S. M. in Vado, P, dei Diamanti, P. Bcvilacqua, S. Francesco, S. 
Benedetto, S. CristoForo, all 1490-J500. — Milan: Ospcdale Grande (or 
Magginre), begun 1457 by Filarete, extended by Bramanle, cir, 14B0-90 
(great court by Richini. 17th century) ; S. M. delle Graiic, E. end, Sac- 
risty of S. Satiro, S. M. presso S. Celso, all by Bramante, 1477-1491). — 
Rome: S. Pietro in Montorio, 1471 ; S. M. del Popolo, 1475?; SisHne 
Chapel of Vatican, 1475 ; S. Agoslino, 1483, — SlENNA : Loggia del Papa 
and P. Nerucci, 1460 ; P. dei Govemo. 1469-1500 ; P. Spannocchi, 1470 ; 
Sta. Catarina, 1490, by di Rastiano and Federighi. church later by Penizd; 
Library in cathedral by L. Marina, 1497 ; Oratory of S, Bernardino, by 
Turrapili, 1496.— Pienza; Cathcdml, Bishop's Palace (Vescovado), P. 
Pubblico, all cir. 1460, by B. di Lorenzo (or Rossclini?). Elsewhere (In 
chronological order) : Arch of Alphonso, Naples. 1443. by P. di Martino ; 
Oratory S. Bernardino, Perujfia, by di Duecio, 1461 ; Church over Caaa- 
Sanla. Loreto, 1465-1586 ; P. del Consiglio at Verona, by Fra Giocondo, 
1476 ; Captlla Colleoni, Bergamo. 1476 ; S. M. in Organo, Verona, 1481 ; 
Porta Capuana, Naples, by Giul. da Majano, 1484 ; Madonna delln Croce, 
Crema, by B. Battagli, :4(/j-:556 ; Madonna di Campagna and .S. i^sto, 
Piaccnza, both 1492-1511 ; P. Bevilacqua. Bologna, by Nardi, 1492 (?) ; 
P. Gravina, Naples ; P. Fava, Bologna ; P. Pretorio, Lucca ; S. M. dri 
Miracoli. Brescia ; all at close of 1 5th century. 
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i6Til Centlry^Romf, : 1'. Sora, 1501 : S. M. della I'ace and cloister, 
1501. both by Bramante (facade of church by 1*. da Cortona, 17th cen- 
tury) ; S. M. di Lorelo, 1507, by A. da San Gallo the Elder; T. Vidoni. 
by Raphael; P. Ijtite. 1520; Vigna Papa Glullo, 1534, by Peruiii ; P. 
del Conservatori, 1540. and P. del Senalore. 1563 (both on CapUol), by 
M. Angclo, Vignola, and della Porta ; Sisline Chapel in S. M. Maggiore, 
iSqo ; S, Andrea della Valle. 1591, by Olivicri (fa9ade, 1670, by Rainaldi). 
— Flokemce : Medici Chajwl of S. I-orenio. new sacristry of same, and 
Laurentian Library, all by M. Angelo, i^iq-^a ; Mereato Nuovo. 1547, 
by B. Tasso; P. degli Uffizi. 1560-70, by Vasari ; P. Giugni, 1560.— 
Venick : P. Camerlinghi, 1525, by Bergamasco ; S, Francesco della Vigna, 
by Sansovino, 1539. facade by Palladio, 156B: Zecca or Mint, 1536. and 
Loggclla of Campanile, 1540. by Sansovino*; Procurnzie Nuove, 15S4. by 
ScamoEii. — Vehona : Capella Pellegrini in S. Bernardino, 1514; Cily 
Gates, by Sammichele, 1530-40 (Porte Nuova, Stuppa, S. Zeno, -S. 
Giorgio).— VlcESZA : P. Porto, 1552 ; Teatro Olimpico, 1580 ; both by 
Pallailio. — Genoa : P. Andrea Doria, by Montorsoli, iSEg ; V. Ducale, 
by Pennone, 1550; P. Lercari, P, Spinola, P. Sauli, P. Marccllo Duraizo, 
all by Gal. Alessi, cir. 1550 ; Sta. Annunuata, 1537, by della Porta ; Log- 
gia del Oanchi, end of iCith century. — Elsewhere (in chronological order): 
P. Roverella, Fcrrara, 150S ; P. del Magnifico, Sienna, ijoS, by Cozza- 
relli : P. Coramunale, Brescia, 1508, by Formentone ; P. Albergati, Bo- 
logna. 1510; P. Ducaie, Mantua, 1580-40; P. Giustinianr, Padua, by 
Falconctto, 1524; Ospedale del Ceppo, Pistoia, 1525; Madonna delle 
Grazie, Pistoia, by Vitoni, 1535 ; P. Buoncampagni-Ludovisi, Bologna, 
154s; Cathedral, Padua, 1550, by Righetti and della Valle, after M. 
Angelo; P. Bemardini, 1560, and P. Ducale, 1578, at Lucca, both by 
Amnxanati. 

17TH CeNTuaY : Chapel of the Princes in S. Loremo, Florence, 1604. 
by Nigetti ; S. Pielro, Bologna, 1605 ; S. Andrea delle Fralte. Rome, 
1613 ; Villa BoT^hcse. Rome, 1616. by Vasanzio ; P. Contarini delle ScHg- 
ni, Venice, by Scamozzi; Badia at Florence, rebuilt 1625 by Segaloni ; 
S. Ignazio, Rome, 1G36-S; ; Museum of the Capitol, Rome. 1644-fO ; 
Church of Gli Scalri, Venice, 1649 ; P. Pesaro, Venice, by I.onghena, 
1650; S. Moisi, Venice, :66S; Brera Palace, Milan; S. M. Zobenigo, 
Venice, 16S0 ; lAiganadi Mare, Venice, 1686, by Benone ; Santi Apoaloli, 

18TH AND EARLV KfTH Centurv : Gesuali, ut Venke, 1715-30; S. 
Gcremla. Venice, 1753, by Corbel lini ; P. liruschi, Rome, by MoreHi, 
1790 ; Nuova Fabbrica, Venice. 1810, 

■ Sec Appendix B. 
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OEIBIHANDCHABACTBB. The vitality and richness of the 
Gothic style in France, even in its decline in the fifteenth 
century, long stood in the way of any general introduction 
of classic forms. When the Renaissance appeared, it came 
as a foreign importation, introduced from Italy by the king 
and the nobility. It underwent a protracted transitional 
phase, during which the national Gothic forms and tradi- 
tions were picturesquely mingled with those of the Renais- 
sance. The campaigns of Charles VIII. {1489), Louis XII. 
(1499), and Francis I. (igij), in vindication of their claims 
to the thrones of Naples and Milan, brought these mon- 
archs and their nobles into contact with the splendid mate- 
rial and artistic civilization of Italy, then in the full tide of 
the maturing Renaissance. They returned to France, 
filled with the ambition to rival the splendid palaces and 
gardens of Italy, taking with them Italian artists to teach 
their arts to the French. But while these Italians success- 
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fully introduced many classic elements and details into 
French architecture, they wholly failed to dominate the 
French master-masons and tailleurs de pUrre in matters of 
planning and general composition. The early Renaissance 
architecture of France is consequently wholly unlike the 
Italian, from which it derived only minor details and a 
certain largeness and breadth of spirit. 

FEBIODB. The French Renaissance and its sequent de- 
velopments may be broadly divided into three periods, 
with subdivisions coinciding more or less closely with va- 
rious reigns, as follows : 

I. The Valois Period, or Renaissance proper, 1483- 
1589, subdivided into : 

a. The Transition, comprising the reigns of Charles 
VIII. and Louis XII. (1483-1515), and the early years of 
that of Francis 1, ; characterized by a picturesque mixture 
of classic details with Gothic conceptions. 

b. The Style of Francis I., or Early Renaissance, from 
about 1520 to that king's death in 1547 ; distinguished bya 
remarkable variety and grace of composition and beauty of 
detail. 

{. The Advanced Renaissance, comprising the reigns 
of Henry 11. {1547), Francis II. (1559), Charles IX. (15O0), 
and Henry III. (1574-S9) ; marked by the gradual adop- 
tion of the classic orders and a decline in the delicacy and 
richness of the ornament, 

II, The BnURBON or Classic Period (1589-1715) r 

a. Style of Henry IV., covering his reign and partly 
that of Louis XIII. (1610-45), employing the orders and 
other classic forms with a somewhat heavy, florid style of 
ornament. 

b. Style of Louis XIV,, beginning in the preceding 
reign and extending through that of Louis XIV, (1645- 
1715) ; the great age of classic architecture in France, cor- 
responding to the Palladian in Italy. 
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III. The Decline or Rococo Period, corresponding 
with the reign of Louis XV. (1715-74) ; marked by pom- 
pous extravagance and capriciousness. 

During' this period a reaction set in toward a. severer 
classicism, leading to the styles of Louis XVL and of the 
Empire, to be treated of in a later chapter. 

THE TRANBITIOB. .\s early as 1475 the new style made 
its appearance in altars, tombs, and rood-screens wrought 
by French carvers with the collaboration of Italian arti- 
ficers. The tomb erected by Charles of Anjou to his fa- 
ther in Le Mans cathedral (1475, by Francesco Laitrand), the 
chapel of St, Lazare in the cathedral of Marseilles (1483), 
and the tomb of the children of Charles VIII. in Tours ca- ' 
ihedral (1506), by MUhd Cotumhc, the greatest artist of his 
lime in France, are examples. The schools of Rouen and 
Tours were especially prominent in works of this kind, 
marked by exuberant fancy and great delicacy of execu- 
tion. In church architecture Gothic traditions were long 
dominant, in spite of the great numbers of Italian prelates 
in France. It was in e/idUaux, palaces, and dwellings that 
the new style achieved its most notable triumphs. 

EAKLT CHATEAUX. The castle of Charles VllL, at Am- 
boise on the Loire, shows little trace of Italian influence. 
It was under Louis XII. that the transformation of French 
architecture really began. The Ch&teau de Gaillon {of which 
unfortunately only fragments remain in the Ecole des 
Beaux-Arts at Paris), built for the Cardinal George of Am- 
boise, between 1497 and 1509, by Pierre Fain, was the 
masterwork of the Rouen school. It presented a curious 
mixture of styles, with its irregular plan, its moat, draw- 
bridge, and round corner-towers, its high roofs, turrets, 
and dormers, which gave it, in spite of many Renaissance 
details, a mediieval picturesqueness. The Ch&teau de Blola 
(the east and south wings of the present grou]i). liegun for 
Louis XII. about 1500, was the first of a remarkable series 



RENAISSANCE ARCHITECTURE IN FRANCE. 3! I 

of roya! palaces which are the glory of French architect- 
ure. It shows the new influences in its horizontal hnes 
and flat, unbroken facades of brick and stone, rather than 
in its architectural de- 
tails (Fig. 175). The 
Dacal Palace at Nancy 
and the Hdtel de Ville at 
Orleans, by Viart, show 
a similar commingling 
of the classic and medi- 
eval styles. 

BTYLZ OF FKAXCIB I. 
Early in the reign of 
this monarch, and part- 
ly under the lead of 
Italian artists, like il 
Rosso, Serlio, and Pri- 
maticcio, classic ele- 
ments began to domi- 
nate the general com- 
position and Gothir 
details rapidly disap- 
peared. A simple and 
effective system of ex- 
terior design was adopt- 
ed in the castles and 
palaces of this period. „c, , 
Finely moulded belt- 
courses at the sills and heads of the windows marked the 
different stories, and were crossed by a system of almost 
equally important vertical lines, formed by superposed 
pilasters flanking the windows continuously from basement 
to roof. The facade was crowned by a slight cornice 
and open balustrade, above which rose a steep and lofty 
roof, diversified by elaborate dormer windows which were 
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adorned with gables and pinnacles (Fig, 178), Slender 
pilasters, treated like long panels ornamented with ara- 
besques of great beauty, or with a species of baluster shaft 
like a candelabrum, were preferred to columns, and were 
provided with graceful capitals of the Corinthianesque type. 
The mouldings were minute and richly carved ; pediments 
were replaced by steep gables, and niuUioned windows 
with stone crossbars were used in preference to the simpler 
Italian openings. In the earlier monuments Gothic details 
were still used occasionally ; and round corner-towers, high 
dormers, and numerous turrets and pinnacles appear even 
in the chateaux of later date. 

CHIiacH£B, Ecclesiastical architecture received but scant 
attention under Francis I., and, so far as it was practised, 
still clung tenaciously to Gothic principles. Among the 
few important churches of this period may be mentioned 
St. Etienne dit Uont, at Paris (1517-jS), in which classic 
anil Gothic features appear in nearly equal proportions ; 
the east end of St. Pierre, at Caen, with rich external carv- 
ing ; and the great parish church of St. Euitaohe, at Paris 
(1532, by Lenifrder), in which the plan and construction are 
purely Gothic, while the details throughout belong to the 
new style, though with little appreciation of the spirit and 
proportions of classic art. New fapades were also built 
for a number of already existing churches, among which 
St Hiobel, at Dijon, is conspicuous, with its vast portal arch 
and imposing towers. The Gothic towers of Tours cathe- 
dral were completed with Renaissance lanterns or belfries, 
the northern in 1507, the southern in 1547. 

PALACES. To the palace at Blois begun by his prede- 
cessor, Francis I. added a northern and a western wing, 
completing the court. The north wing is one of the mas- 
terpieces of the style, presenting toward the court a simple 
and effective composition, with a rich but slightly project- 
ing cornice and a high roof with elaborate dormers. This 
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fapade is divided into two unequal sections by tlie open 
Staiioue Tower (Fig. 176), a chef-d'auvre in boldness of 
construction as well as in delicacy and richness of carving. 
The outer fapade of this wing is a less ornate but more 
vigorous design, croiviivd 
by a continuous open loggia 
under the roof. More ex- 
tensive than Blois was Fon- 
tEtineblean, the favorite 
residence of the king and 
of many of his successors. 
Following iu parts the ir- 
regular plan of the convent 
it replaced, its other por- 
tions were more symmetri- 
cally disposed, while the 
whole was treated external- 
ly in a somewhat sever{-, 
semi-classic style, singular- 
ly lacking in ornament. In- 
ternaity, however, this p.il- 
ace, begun in 1528 by GV//,-.> 
Le Breton, was at that liiiit 
the mostsplendid in Fram f, 
the gallery of Francis I. be- 
ing especially noted. The 
Chfttean of 8t. Oermain, 
near Paris (1539, by Pierre „^. nd.—i^ ^,Kv\-=t. iuuek, ui.oj.,. 

Chambiges), is of a very dif- 
ferent character. Built largely of brick, with flalbalustraded 
roof and deep buttresses carrying three ranges of arches, it 
is neither Gothic nor classic, neither fortress nor palace in 
aspect, but a wholly unique conception. 

The rural chateaux and hunting-lodges erected by Fran- 
cis I. display the greatest diversity of plan and treatment, 
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attesting the inventiveness of the French geniii 
ing itself in a new-found language, whose formal 
disdained. Chief among them is the Ch&teau of Chambord 
(Figs. 177, 178) — " a Fata Morgana in the midst of a wild, 

^_„^ ^ ^ woody thicket," to use 

Lubke's language. This 
extraordinary edifice, 
resembling in plan a 
feudal castle with cur- 
tain - walls, bastions, 
moat, and donjon, is in 
its architectural treat- 
ment a palace with ar- 
cades, open-stair lowers, 
a noble double spiral 
staircase terminating in 
a graceful lantern, and a roof of the most bewildering com- 
plexity of towers, chimneys, and dormers (1526, by Pitrre 
le Nepveii). The hunting- lodges of La Muette and Chalvau, 
and the so-called ChUeau de Madrid — ail three demolished 
during or since the Revolution— deserve mention, especially 
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the last. This consisted of two rectangular pavilions, con- 
nected by a lofty banquet-hall, and adorned externally with 
arcades in Florentine style, and with medallions and reliefs 
of dclla Robbia ware (1527, by Giidyer). 

THE lOVYBE. By far the most important of all the ar- 
chitectural enterprises of this reign, in ultimate results, 
if not in original ex- 
tent, was the begin- k 
ning of a new palace 
to replace the old 
Gothic fortified pal- 
ace of the Louvre. 
To this task Pierre 
LesCOt was summoned 
in 1542, and the work 
of erection actually 
begun in 1546. The 
new palace, in a sum[)- 
tuous and remarkably 
dignified classic style, 
was lo have covered 
precisely the area of 
the demolished fort- 
ress. Only the south- 
west half, comprising 

two sides of the court, ^^^ ^ — dbtwi, or coi-kt iij Lorvmi PAiiis. 

was, however, under- 
taken at the outset (Fig. 179). It remained for later 
monarchs to amplify the original scheme, and ultimately lo 
complete, late in the present century, the most extensive 
and beautiful of all the royal residences of Europe. (See 
Figs. 181, 208, 209.) 

Want of space forbids more than a passing reference to 
the rural castles of the nobility, rivalling those of the king. 
Among them Bury, La Rochefoucauld, Bournazel, and es- 
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ptjcially Azay-le-Sideaa (1520) and Cbenonceanz (1515-23), 

may be mentioned, all displaying that love of rural pleasure, 
thai hatred of tlie city and its confinement, which so dis- 
tinyuish the French from the Italian Renaissance. 

OTHEB BUiLBiiiOB. Ihc HOtel - dc - Vllle (town hall), of 
Paris, begun during this leign, from plans by Domenico di 
(Sorloiia (?), and completed under Henry IV,, was the most 
important edifice of a class which in later periods numbered 
many interesting structures. The town hall of Beangency 
(1527) is one of the best of minor public buildings in France. 
and in its elegant treatment of a simple two-storied fapade 
may be classed with the Maison Franfoiil., at Paris. This 
stood formerly at Moret, whence it was transported to Paris 
and re-erected about 1830 in somewhat modified form. The 
large city houses of this period are legion ; we can men- 
tion only the Hotel Carnavalet at Paris ; the H6lel Bourg- 
theroude at Rouen ; the H6tei d'fecoville at Caen ; the arch- 
bishop's palace at Sens, and a number of houses in Orleans. 
The Tomb of Louis XIL, at St. Denis, deserves especial 
mention for its fine proportions and beautiful arabesques. 

THE ADV&HCED KEKAISSAJTCE. By the middle of the six- 
teenth century the new style had lost much of its earlier 
charm. The orders, used with increasing frequency, were 
more and more conformed to antique precedents. Facades 
were flatter and simpler, cornices more pronounced, arches 
more Roman in treatment, and a heavier style of carving 
took the place of the delicate arabesques of the preceding 
age. The reigns of Henry II. (1547-59) and Charles IX, 
(1560-74) were especially distinguished by the labors of 
three celebrated architects : Pierre Lescot (1515-78), who 
continued the work on the southwest angle of the Louvre ; 
yean Bullant (1515-78), to whom are due the right wing of 
Ecouen and the porch of colossal Corinthian columns in the 
left wing of the same, built under Francis I. ; and, finally, 
Philibert de fOrme (1515-70). yean Goujon (1510-72) also 
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executed during this period most of the remarkable archi- 
tectural sculptures which have made his name one of the 
most illustrious in the annals of French art. Chief among 
the works of de i'Orme was the palace of the Tuileries, built 
under Charles IX. for Catherine de M^dicis, not far from 
the Louvre, with which it was ullimately connected by a long 
gallery. Of the vast plan conceived for this palace, and 
comprising a succession of courts and wings, only a part of 
one side was erected (1564-72). This consisted of a domical 
pavilion, flanked by low wings only a story and a half high, 
to which were added two stories under Henry IV., to the 
great advantage of the design. Another masterpiece was 
the Ch&teaa d'Anet, built in 1553 by Henry II. for Diane 
de Poitiers, of which, unfortunately, only fragments sur- 
vive. This beautiful edifice, while retaining the semi- 
military moat and bastions of feudal tradition, was planned 
with classic symmetry, adorned with superposed orders, 
court arcades, and rectangular corner-pavilions, and pro- 
vided with a domical cruciform chapel, the earliest of its 
class in France. All the details were unusually pure and 
correct, with just enough of freedom and variety to lend a 
charm wanting in later works of the period. To the reign 
of Henry II. belong also the chateaux of Ancy-le-Franc, 
Verneuil, Chantilly (the "petit chateau," by Bullant), the 
banquet-hall over the bridge at Chenonceaos (1556), several 
notable residences at Toulouse, and the tomb of Francis I. at 
St. Denis. The ch&teaux of Pailly and Sully, distinguished 
by the sobriety and monumental quality of their composi- 
tion, in which the orders are important elements, belong to 
the reign of Charles IX., together with the Tuileries, al- 
ready mentioned. 

THE CLASSIC PZHIODjHEHXT IV. Under this energetic but 
capricious monarch (i5Sc)-i6rD) and his Florentine queen, 
Marie dc Medicis, architecture entered upon a new period 
of activity and a new stage of development. Without the 
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charm of the early Renaissance or the stateliness of th' 
age of Louis XIV,, it has a touch of the Baroque, attribu- 
table partly to the influence of Marie de Mfidicis and her 
Italian prelates, and partly to the Italian training of many 
of the French architects. The great work of this period 
was the extension of the Tuileries by J^. B. du Cerceau, and 
the completion, by Meiizeau and others, of the long galiery 




next the Seine, begun under Henry IT., with the view of 
connecting the Tuileries with the Louvre. In this part ot 
the work colossa! orders were used with indifferent effect. 
Next in importance was the addition to Fontainebleau of a 
great court to the eastward, whose relatively quiet and 
dignified style offer.-i less contrast than one might expect to 
the other wings and courts dating from Francis T. More 
successful architecturally than either of the above was the 
Lnxembitrg palace, built for the queen by Saiomoii DeBrosse, 
in 1616 (Fig. 180). Its plan presents the favorite French 
arrangement of a main building separated from the street 
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by a garden or court, the latter surrounded on three sides 
l)y low wings containing the dependencies. Externally, 
rusticated orders recall the garden front of the Pittj at 
Florence ; but the scale is smaller, and the projecting pa- 
vilions and high roofs give it a grace and picturesqueness 
wanting in (he Florentine model. The Flaoe Boyale, at 
I'aris, and the chitean of Beaumesnil, illustrate a type of 
brick-aiid-stone architecture much in vogue at this time, 
stone quoins decorating the windows and corners, and the 
orders being generally omitted. 

Under Louis XUI. the Tuileries were extended north- 
ward and the Louvre as built by Lescot was doubled in 
size by the architect Lemercier, the Pavilion de I'Horloge be- 
ing added to form the centre of the enlarged court fapade. 

CHtntCEES. To this reign belong also the most impor- 
tant churches of the period. The church of St. Panl'St. 
Loou, at Paris (1627, by DerranJ\ displays the worst faults 
of the time, in the overloaded and meaningless decoration 
of its uninteresting front Its internal dome is the earliest 
in Paris. Far superior was the chapel of the fioTboniie, a 
well-designed domical church by Lemeicier, with a sober 
and appropriate exterior treated with supeqKJsed orders. 

FZSIOD or LOUIS Xir. This was an age of remarkable 
literary and artistic activity, pompous and pedantic in many 
of its manifestations, but distinguished also by productions 
of a very high order. Although contemporary with the 
Italian Baroque — Bernini having been the guest of Louis 
XIV. — the architecture of this period was free from the 
wild extravagances of that style. In its often cold and cor- 
rect dignity it resembled rather that of Palladio, making 
large use of the orders in exterior design, and tending 
rather to monotony than to overloaded decoration. In in- 
terior design there was more of lightness and caprice. 
Papier-mach^ and stucco were freely used in a fanciful style 
of relief ornamentation by scrolls, wreaths, shells, etc., and 
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decorative panelling was much employed. The whole was 
saved from triviality only by the controlling lines of the 
architecture which framed it. Bui it was better suited to 
cabinet-woric or to the prettinesses of the boudoir than 
to monumental interiors. The Oalerie d'Apollon, built 
during this reign over the Petite Galerie in the Louvre, 
escapes this reproach, however, by the sumptuous dignity 
of its interior treatment, 

VSK8AILLES, This immense edifice, built about an already 
existinjr villa of Louis XIIL, was the work of Levau and 
y.H. Mansart (1647-1708). Its erection, with the laying 
out of its marvellous park, almost exhausted the resources 
of the realm, but with results quite incommensurate with 
the outlay. In spile of its vastness, its exterior is common- 
place ; the orders are used with singular monotony, which 
is not redeemed by the deep breaks and projections of the 
main front. There is no controlling or dominant feature ; 
there is no adequate entrance or approach ; the grzind 
staircases are badly placed and unworthily treated, and the 
different elements of the plan are combined with singular 
lack of the usual French sense of monumental and rational 
arrangement. The chapel is by far the best single feature 
in the design. 

Far more successful was the completion of the Louvre, 
in 1688, from the designs of Claude Perraull, the court phy- 
sician, whose plans were fortunately adopted in preference 
to those of Bernini, For the east front he designed a 
magnificent Corinthian colonnade nearly 600 feet long, with 
coupled columns upon a plain high basement, and with a cen- 
tral pediment and terminal pavilions (Fig. 181). The whole 
forms one of the most imposing facades in existence ; but 
it is a mere decoration, having no practical relation to the 
building behind it. Its height required the addition of a 
third story to match it on the north and south sides of the 
court, which as thus completed quadrupled the original area 
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proposed by Lescot, Fortunately the style of Lescot's work 
was retiiined throughout in the court facades, while exter- 
nally ihe colonnade was recalled on the south front by a 
colossal order of pilasters. The Louvre as completed by 
Louis XIV. was a stalely and noble palace, as remarkable 
for the surpassing excellence of the sculptures of Jean 
Goujon as for the dignity and beauty of its architecture. 




Taken in connection with the TuUeries, it was unrivalled 
by any palace in Europe except the Vatican, 

OTKBE BUILliIMeB. To Louis XIV. is also due the vast 
but uninteresting HOtel des Involidei or veteran's asylum, 
at Paris, by J. H. Mansart. To the chapel of this institu- 
tion was added, in 1680-1706, the celebrated Some of the 
Invalides, a masterpiece by the same architect. In p!an it 
somewhat resembles llramante's scheme for St. Peter's— a 
Greek cross with domical chapels in the four angles and 
a dome over the centre. The exterior (Fig. 182), with 
the lofty gilded dome on a high drum adorned with en- 
gaged columns, is somewhat high for its breadth, but is a 
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harmonious and impressive 
somewhat coli3, is elegant 
chief inn 



design 



and the 
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interior, if 

'!! proportioned. The 
in the design was the wide separation of 
the interior stone dome from 
ft' the lofty exterior decorative 

" I cupola and lantern of wood, 

this separation being de- 
signed lo meet the conflict- 
ing demands of internal and 
external effect. To t he same 
architect is due the formal 
monotony of the Place Ven- 
dfiine, all the houses sur- 
rounding it being treated 
with a uniform architecture 
of colossal pilasters, at once 
umental and inappro- 
priate. One of the 
most pleasing designs 
nf the time is the 
Chateau de ITaisons 
( I f'5(S), hy /' Mamart, 
iiricleof J.H. Mansarl. 
In this the proportions 
(if the centra! and ter- 
minal pavilions, the 
mass and lines of the 
Fic^. tSj.— POHB OF TUB iKVAi.iuBs. stecp roof h lo Matt- 

sarde, the simple and 
effective use of the orders, and the refinement of all the de- 
tails impart a grace of aspect rare in contemporary works. 
The same qualities appear also in the Tal-de-Orftce, by F. 
Mansart and Lemercier, a domical church of excellent 
proportions begun under Louis XIII. The want of space 
forbids mention of other buildings of this period. 
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THE DECLUIE. Under Louis XV. the pedanlry of the 
classic period gave place to a protracted struggle between 
license and tlie severest classical correctness. The exte- 
rior designs of this time were often even more uninterest- 
ing and bare than under Louis XIV.; while, on the other 
hand, interior decoration tended to the extreme of extrava- 
gance and disregard of 
constructivepropriety. 
Contorted lines and 
crowded scrolls, shells, 
and palm - leaves 
adorned the mantel- 
pieces, cornices, and 
ceilings, to the almost 
complete suppression 
of straight lines. 

While these tenden- 
cies prevailed in many 
directions, a counter- 
current of severe clas- 
sicism manifested it- 
self in the designs of 
a number of important ^^^ ^^ — f* aok or anrcr 

public buildings, in 

which it was sought to copy the grandeur of the old Roman 
colonnades and arcades. The importSnt church of St. Sulpioe 
atParis(Fig. 183) is an excellent example of this. Its inte- 
rior, dating from the preceding century, is well designed, but 
in no wise a remarkable composition, following Italian models. 
The fapade, added in 1755 by Serrandoni, is, on the other 
hand, one of the most striking architectural objects in the 
city. It is acorrect and well proportioned classic composi- 
tion in two stories — an Ionic arcade over a Doric colonnade, 
surmounted by two lateral turrets. Other monuments of 
this classic revival will be noticed in Chapter XXV. 
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PHaLIC BQUABBB. Much attention was given to the em- 
bellishment of open spaces in the cities, for which the clas- 
sic style was admirably suited. The most important work 
of this kind was that on the north side of the Place de la 
Concorde, Paris. This splendid square, perhaps, on the 
whole, the finest in Europe (though many of its best feat- 
ures belong to a later date), was at this time adorned with 
the two monumental colonnades by Gabriel. These colon- 
nades, which form the decorative fronts for blocks of 
houses, deserve praise for the beauty of their proportions, 
as well as for the excellent treatment of the arcade on which 
they rest, and of the pavilions at the ends. 

IK GENEBAL, French Renaissance architecture is marked 
by good proportions and harmonious and appropriate de- 
tail. Its most interesting phase was unquestionably that 
of Francis I,, so far, at least, as concerns exterior design. 
It steadily progressed, however, in its mastery of planning ; 
and in its use of projecting pavilions crowned by domi- 
nant masses of roof, it succeeded in preserving, even in se- 
verely classic designs, a picturesqueness and variety other- 
wise impossible. Roofs, dormers, chimneys, and staircases 
it treated with especial success ; and in these matters, as well 
as in monumental dispositions of plan, the French have 
largely retained their pre-eminence to our own day. 

KOmnOEKTS, (Mainlysupplcmcntary to text. Ch. = chSteau ; P. = 
palace; C. = cathBlrml ; Chu. = church ; lI.= lifitel;T. !£.:= town hall.) 
. Transition : Blois, E. wing, 1499 ; Ch. MeiUant ; Ch. Chomnont; T. 
H. Amboise, 1502-05. 

Francis I. : Ch. Nanlouillet, 1517-25 ; Ch. Blois, W, wing (aCterwanl 
demolished) and N. wing, 1520-30; H. Lallemanl. Bourgcs, IJBO; Ch, 
Villeri-Cotterets. 1520-59; P. of Archbiahnp, Sens. 1531-35; P. Fon- 
tainebleau (Cour Ovale, Cour d'Adieui, Gallety FrancLS I,, 1537-34; 
Perislyle. ChaptI St. Satumin, 1540-47, by Gilles It Bifhrn ; Cour da 
Cheval Blanc, 1527-31, by /*. Chamiigfs): 1(. Bemuy, Toulouse, 1528-39; 
P. Granvelle, Besanjon, 1532-40; T. H. Niort, T. H. Lochea, 1532-43; 
H. de Ligeris (Camavalet), Paris, 1544, by P. Lescolj churches ot Gisois, 
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nave and fa^ide, 1530 ; La Ualbade, Toulouse, portal, 1 530 ; St. Sympho- 
lien Tours, 1531 ; Cbu. TiiliireE, 1534-46. 

Advanceii Renaissanle : Fontaine des Innocents, runs, 1547-50, by 
P. Lfscol and /. Caajon ; tomb FranL-is 1., at St. IJenis, 1555, b>' Ph. 
lie tOrme ; H. Calelan. Toulouse, 1555: tomb Henry II., at Si. Denis, 
1560; portal S. Michel, Dijon, 1364; Ch. Sully, 15G7 ; T, }1. Arras. 
'573 ; ^- Fontainebleaii (Cour du Cheval Blanc remodelled, 1564-66, by 
/'. Girarii ; Gourde ]a Fontaine, same date) ; T. H. Besanjon, 1582 ; Ch. 
Charleval, 1585, by/. B. du Ctrceau. 

Style of Henry IV. : P. Foolainebleau (Galeiie des Certs, Chapel of 
the Trinity. Baptistery, etc.) ; F. Ttlileries (I'av. de Flore, by du Crrciau, 
1590-1610 ! long gallery continued) ; H&tel VogOi!, at Dijon, 1(107 '■ Place 
Dauphinc. Paris, 1 60S ; P. de Justice, Paris, Great Hall, by S. de Bresse. 
I6i3; H. Suliy, Paris. 1634-39; 1'- Royal, Paris, by J. Lemerder, for 
Cardinal Richelieu, 1627-39 ; P. Ixiuvre doubled in size, by the same ; P. 
Tuilerics (N. wing, and Pav. Marsan, long gallery completed) ; H. Lam- 
bert, Paris ; T. H. Reims, 1627 ; Ch. Blois, \V. wing tor Gnslon d'Orlfans, 
by P. MuHiarl, 1635 ; fajade St. Elienne du Mont, Paris, i6lo ; of St. 
Gervais, Paris, 1616-21, by S. de Broae. 

Style of Louis XIV. : T. H. Lyons, 1646 ; P. Louvre, E. colonnnde 
and court completed, 1660-70; Tuilerics altered by Le Vau, 1664; ob- 
servatory at Paris, 1667-72 ; arch o( St, Denis, Paris, 1672, by Bhndel ; 
Arch of St. Martin, 1674, by BulUI ; Banque de France, H, de Luyne, 
H. Soubise, all in Paris ; Ch. Chantilly ; Ch. de Tanlay ; P. St. Cloud ; 
Place des Vicloires, 1683 ; Chu. St. SuljMce, Paris, bj Le fau (fajade, 
175s) : Chu. St. Roch, Paris, 1653, by Lemerner and de Culle ; Notre 
Dame des Victoires, Paris, 1O56, by Le MtuI and BtuohI. 

The Decline; P. Bourbon, 1782; T. H. Rouen; Halle aux Dies 
(recently demolished). 1748; Ecole Mililaire, 17S2-5S. by Gahriel ; P. 
Louvre, court completed, 1754. by the same ; Madeleine begun, 1764 ; II. 
des Monnaies (Mint), by Antoine ; £co!e de Mcdecine, 1774, by G<m- 
douin ; P. Royal, fireat Court, 1784, by Louis ; Theatre Franjais, 1784 
{all the above at Paris) ; Grand TheSlre, Bordeaux, 1785-1 Soo, bj ImuIs ; 
Prefecture al Bordeaux, by the same; Ch. de Compiignc. 1770, by 
Gabriel ; P. Versailles, Iheatre by ihe same; H. Montmorency, Soubise, 
de Varennes. and the Petit Luxembourg, all at Paris, by de Colle ; public 
squares at Nancy, Burdcaui, VnlencieDnes, Rennes, Reinu. 



CHAPTER XXIII. 

* "VeNAISSANCE architecture in great BRITAIN 
AND THE NETHERLANDS. 



Books Recommended: As before, Fergusson, Palustre. 
Also, Belcher and Macartney, Later Renaissance Architecture 
in England. Billings, Baronial and Ecclesiastical Antigvities 
of Scotland. Blomfield, A Short History of Renaissance Arch- 
itecture in England. Brilton, Architectural Atitiquxties of 
Great Britain. Ewerbeck, Die Renaissance in Bel^en und 
Holland. Galland, Gesckichie der Hollandischen Baukunst im 
Zeilalter der Renaissance. Gotch and Rrovn, Architecture (^ 
the Renaissance in England. Loftie, Inigo Janes and IVrcn. 
Nash, Mansions of England. Papworth, Renaissance anif 
Italian Styles of Architecture in Great Britain. Richardson, 
Ajrhitecti/ral Remains of the Reigns of Etizalieth and James I. 
Schayes, Histoire de I' architecture en Belgique. 

THE TBAH8ITI0H. The architectural activity of the six- 
teenth century in England was chiefly devoted to the erec- 
tion of vast country mansions for the nobility and wealthy 
bourgeoisie. In these seignoriaj residences a degenerate form 
of the Gothic, known as the Tudor style, was employed 
during the reigns of Henry VII. and Henry VIII,, and they 
still retained much of the feudal aspect of the Middle 
Ages. This style, with its broad, square windows and am- 
ple halls, was well suited to domestic architecture, as well 
as to collegiate buildings, of which a considerable number 
were erected at this time. Among the more important pal- 
aces and manor-houses of this period are the earlier parts 
of Hampton Court, Haddon and Hengreave Halls, and the 
now ruined casties of Raglan and Wolterton. 

EUZABETHAN BTTLE. Under Elizabeth {1558-1603) the 
progress of classic culture and the employment of Dutch 
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and Italian artists led to a gradual introduction of Renais- 
sance forms, which, as in France, were at first mingied with 
others of Gothic origin. Among the foreign artists in Eng- 
land were the versatile Holbein, Trevigi and Torregiano 
from Italy, and Theodore Have, Bernard Jansen, and Ge- 
rard Chrismas from Holland. The pointed arch disappeared, 
and the orders began to be used as subordinate features in 
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the decoration of doors, windows, chimneys, and mantels. 
Open-work balustrades replaced externally the heavy Tudor 
battlements, and a peculiar style of carving in flat relief- 
patterns, resembling applique designs cut out with the jig- 
saw and attached by nails or rivets, was appHed with little 
judgment to all possible features. Ceilings were com- 
monly finished in plaster, with elaborate interlacing pat- 
terns in low relief ; and this, with the increasing use of in- 
terior woodwork, gave to the mansions of this lime a more 
bomehke but less monumental aspect internally. English 
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ai'chitects, like Smithson aud Thorpe, now began to win 
the patronage at first monopolized by foreigners. In 
Wollaton Hall (1580), by Smithson, the orders were used 
fur (he main composition with niullioned windows, much 
after the fashion of Iiongleat House, completed a year ear- 
lier by his master, John of Padua. During the following 
period, however (1590-1610), there was a reaction toward 
the Tudor practice, and the orders were again relegated to 
subordinate uses. Of their more monumental employment, 
the Gate of Honor of Caius College, Cambridge, is one of 
the earliest examples. Hardwicke and Charlton Halls, and 
Burghley, Hatfield, and Holland Houses (Fig. 184), are 
noteworthy monuments of the style. 

JACOBSUT STTLZ, During the reign of James 1. (1603- 
25), details of classic origin came into more general use, 
but caricatured almost beyond recognition. The orders, 
though much employed, were treated without correctness 
or grace, and the ornament was unmeaning and heavy. It 
is not worth while to dweil further upon this style, which 
produced no important public buildings, and soon gave way 
lo a more rigid classicism, 

OLABBIC FEBIOD. If the classic style was late in its ap- 
pearance in England, its final sway was complete and long- 
lasting. It was Inigo Jones (1572-1652) .who first intro- 
duced the correct and monumental style of the Italian mas- 
ters of classic design. For Palladio, indeed, he seems to 
have entertained a sort of veneration, and the villa which 
he designed at Chiswick was a reduced copy of Palladio's 
Villa Capra, near Vicenza, This and other works of his 
show a failure to appreciate the unsuitabiliiy of Italian con- 
ceptions to the climate and tastes of Great Hritain ; his 
efforts lo popularize Palladian architecture, without the re- 
sources which Palladio controlled in the way of decorative 
sculpture and painting, were consequently not always 
happy in their results. His greatest work was the design 
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for a new Palace at Wliiteliall, London. Of this colossal 
scheme, which, if completed, would have ranked as the 
grandest palace of the time, only the Bamjoeting Hall 
(now used as a museum) was ever built (Fig. 185), It is an 
effective composition in two stories, rusticated throughout 
and adorned with columns and pilasters, and contains a 
fine vaulted hall in three aisles. The plan of the palace, 
which was to have 
measured 1,152 X 720 
feet, was excellent, 
largely conceived and 
carefully studied in its 
details, but it was 
wholly beyond the re- 
sources of the king- 
dom. The garden- 
front of Someiset 
HoQse (1632 ; demol- 
ished) had the same 
qualities of simplicity 
and dignity, recalling 
the works of Sammi- 
chele. Wilton House. 
ColeshiU, the villa at 
Chiswick, and St. 

Paul's, Covent Garden, are the best known of his works, 
showing him to have been a designer of ability, but hardly of 
the consummate genius which hisadmirersattribute to him. 
BT. FATFI'S CATHEDBAI, The greatest of Jones's succes- 
sors was Sir Christopher Wren (1632-1723), principally 
known as the architect of St. Panl'B Cathedral, London, 
built to replace the earlier Gothic cathedral destroyed in 
the great fire of 1666. It was begun in 1675, and its de- 
signer had the rare good fortune to witness its completion 
in 1710. The plan, as finally adopted, retained the general 
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proportions of an English Gothic church, measuring 480 
leet in length, with transepts 250 feet long, and a grand 
rotunda 108 feet in diameter at the crossing (Fig. 186). 
The style was strictly Italian, treated with sobriety and 
dignity, if somewhat lacking in variety and inspiration. 
Externally two stories ot the Corinthian order appear, the 
Upper story being merely a screen to hide the clearstory 
and its buttresses. This isan archi- 
tectural deception, not atoned for 
by any special beauty of detail. The 
dominant feature of the design is the 
dome over the central area. It con- 
sists of an inner shell, reaching a 
height of 216 feet, above which 
rises the exterior dome of wood, 
surmounted by a stone lantern, the 
summit of which is 360 feet from 
the pavement (Fig. 187). This ex- 
terior dome, springing from a high 
drum surrounded by a magnificent 
peristyle, gives to the otherwise 
commonplace exterior of the cathe- 
nc .86.— hLAn up 5T. paul\ ^[-^1 a Signal majesty of effect, 
Next to the dome the most suc- 
cessful part of the design is the west front, with its two- 
storied porch and flanking bell-turrets. Internally the 
excessive relative length, especially that ot the choir, 
detracts from the effect of the dome, and the poverty of 
detail gives the whole a somewhat bare aspect. It is in- 
tended to relieve this ultimately by a systematic use of mo- 
saic decoration, especially in the dome. The central area 
itself, in spite of the awkward treatment of the four smaller 
arches of the eight which support the dome, is a noble de- 
sign, occupying the whole width of the three aisles, like the 
Octagon at Ely, and producing a striking effect of ampU- 
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tude and grandeur. The dome above it is constructively in- 
teresting from the employment of a cone of brick masonry 
to support the stone lantern which rises above the exterior 
wooden shell. The lower part of the cone forms the drum 
of the inner dome, its contraction upward beinfr intended 
to produce a perspective illusion of increased height. 
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St, Paul's ranks among the five of six greatest domical 
buildings of Europe, and is the most imposing modern edi- 
fice in England. 

TSER'S OTHEB W0KK8. Wren was conspicuously success- 
ful in tiie designing of parish churches in London. Bt. Ste- 
phen's, Walbrook, is the most admired of these, with a 
dome resting on eight columns. Wren may be called the 
inventor of the English Renaissance type of steeple, in 
which a conical or pyramidal spire is harmoniously added 
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to a belfry on a square tower with classic details. The 
steeple of Bow Chsrch, Cheapside, is the most successful 
example of the type. In secular architecture Wren's most 
important works were the plan for rebuilding London after 
the Great Fire ; the new courtyard of Hampton Court, a 
quiet and dignified composition in brick and stone ; the 
pavilions and colonnade of Greenwich Hoipital ; the Shel- 
donian Theatre at O.xford, and the Trinity College Library 
at Cambridge. Without profound originality, these works 
testify to the sound good taste and intelligence of their 
designer, 

THE 18TH CEFTUKT. The Anglo-Italian style as used by 
Jones and Wren contiuued in use through the eighteenth 
century, during the first half of which a number of impor- 
tant country-seats and some churches were erected. Fan 
Brugk (1666-1726), Haivksmoor {1666-1736), and Gibbi 
(r683-i7Si) were then the leading architects. Van Brugh 
was especially skilful in his dispositions of plan and mass, 
and produced in the designs of Blenheim and Castle How- 
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ard effects of grandeui 



ety of perspective hard- 
ly equalled by any of 
his contemporaries in 
1-rance or Italy. Blea- 
heim, with its monumen- 
tul [ilan ami the sweeping 
curves of its front (Fig. 
1 88), has an unusually 
palatial aspect, though 
the striving for pictu- 
resqueness is carried too 
far. Castle Howard is 
simpler, depending largely for effect on a somewhat inap- 
propriate dome. To Hawksmoor, his pupil, are due Bt. 
Mary's, Woolnoth (1715), at London, in which by a bold 
rustication of the whole exterior and by windows set m 
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large recessed arches he was enabled to dispense wholly 
with the orders ; St. George's, Bloomsbury ; the new quad- 
rangle of A!l Souls at Oxford, and some minor works. 
The two most noted de- 
signs of James Gibbs are 
Bt. Hftrti&'B-in-the-Fields, 
al London (1726), and the 
£adcliffe Library, at Ox- 
ford (1747). In the for- 
mer the use of a Corinth- 
ian portico — a practically 
uncalled-for but decora- 
tive appendage — and of a 
steeple mounted on the 
roof, with no visible lines 
of support from the 
ground, are open to criti- 
cism. But the excellence 
of the proportions, and 
the dignity and appropri- 
ateness of the composi- 
tion, both internally and 
externally, go far to re- 
deem these defects (Fig. no. leg.-sr. martin ■s-m-THn- meld?. 
189). The Radcliffe LI- "'"'■'"'• 

brary is a circular domical hall surrounded by a lower circuit 
of alcoves and rooms, the whole treated with straightfor- 
ward simplicity and excellent proportions. Colin Camp- 
bell, Flitcroft, Kent and Wood, contemporaries of tJibbs, 
may be dismissed with passing mention. 

Sir lyiZ/iam Cliamkrs (1716-96) was the greatest of the 
later 18th-century architects. His fame rests chieHy on 
his Treatise an Civil Anfiittclitre, anA the extension and re- 
modelling of Somerset Home, in which he retained the gen- 
eral ordonnance of Inigo Jones's design, adapting it to a 
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frontage of some 600 feet. Jiobert AJams, the designer of 
Keddlestone Hall, Jtabert Taylor {1714-88), the architect of 
the Bank of England, and George Dame, who designed the 
Mansion House and Newgate Prison, at London — the latter 
a vigorous and appropriate composition without the orders 
— close the list of noted architects of the eighteenth cen- 
tury. It was a period singularly wanting in artistic creative- 
ness and spontaneity ; its productions were nearly all dull 
and respectable, or at best dignified, but without charm. 

BELGIini. .As in all other countries where the late 
Gothic style had been highly developed, Belgium was slow 
to accept the principles of the Renaissance in art. Long 
after the dawn of the sixteenth century the Flemish archi- 
tects continued to employ their highly florid Gothic alike 
for churches and town-halls, with which they chiefly had to 
do. The earliest Renaissance buildings date from 1530-40, 
among them being the Hotel du Saumon, at Malines, at 
Bruges the Ancien Greffe, by jFean IVallot, and at Li&ge 
the Archbishop's Falace, by Borset. The last named, in 
the singular and capricious form of the arches and balus- 
ter-like columns of its court, reveals the taste of the age 
for what was outre and odd ; a taste partly due, no doubt, 
to Spanish influences, as Belgium was in reality from 1506 
to 1712 a Spanish province, and there was more or less in- 
terchange of artists between the two countries. The Hdtel 
de ViUe, at Antwerp, by Cornelius de Vriendt or Fhris 
(1518-75), erected in 1565, is the most important monument 
of the Renaissance in Belgium. Its facade, 305 feet long 
and loz feet high, in four stories, is an impressive creation 
in spite of its somewhat monotonous fenestration and the 
inartistic repetition in the third story of the composition 
and proportions of the second. The basement story forms 
an open arcade, and an open colonnade or loggia runs 
along under the roof, thus imparting to the composition a 
considerable play of light and shade, enhanced by the pict- 
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uresque central pavilion which rises lo a height of six 
stories in diminishing stages. The style is almost Palla- 
dian in its severity, but in general the Flemish architects 
disdained the restrictions of classic canons, preferring a 
more florid and fanciful effect than could be obtained by 
mere combinations of Roman columns, arches, and entabla- 
tures. De Vriendt's other works were mostly designs for 
altars, tabernacles and the like ; among them the rodil 
screen in Tournay Cathe- 
dral. His influence may 
be traced in the Hotel de 
Vilieat Flushing (1594). 

The ecclesiastical ar- 
chitecture of the Flemisli 
Renaissance is almost as 
destitute of importaiu 
monuments as is the si< 
tilar. Ste. Atine, at Bru- 
ges, fairly illustrates llii- 
type, which is charactu:- 
ized in general by heavi- 
ness of detail and a coUJ 
and bare aspect internally. 
The Renaissance in Bel- 
gium is best exemplified, 
after all, by minor works 

and ordinary dwellings, many of which have considerable 
artistic grace, though they are quaint rather than monumen- 
tal {Fig. 190). Stepped gables, high dormers, and volutes 
flanking each diminishing stage of the design, give a cer- 
tain piquancy to the street architecture of the period. 

HOLLAND. Except in the domain of realistic painting, 
the Dutch have never manifested pre-eminent artistic en- 
dowments, and the Renaissance produced in Holland few 
monuments of consequence. It began there, as in many 
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other places, with minor works in the churches, due largely 
to Flemish or Italian artists. About the middle of the i6tli 
century two native architects, Sebastian t<an Noye and Wili- 
iam van Noort, first popularized the use of carved pilasters 
and of gables or steep pediments adorned with carved scal- 
lop-shells, in remote imitation of the style of Francis I. 
The principal monuments of the age were town-halls, and, 
after the war of independence in which the yoke of Spairi 
was finally broken (1566-79), local administrative buildings 
— mints, exchanges and the like. The Town Hall of The 
Hague (1565), with its stepped gable or great dormer, its 
consoles, statues, and octagonal turrets, may be said to have 
inaugurated the style generally followed after the war. 
Owing to the lack of stone, brick was almost universally 
employed, and stone imported by sea was only used in edi- 
fices of exceptional cost and importance. Of these the Town 
Hall at Amsterdam holds the first place. Its facade is of 
about the same dimensions as the one at Antwerp, but 
compares unfavorably with it in its monotony and want of 
interest. The Leyden Town Hall, by the Fleming, Linen 
de Key (1597), the Bourse or Exchange and the Hanse 
House at Amsterdam, by Hemhik de Keyset^ are also worthy 
of mention, though many lesser buildings, built of brick 
combined with enamelled terra-cotta and stone, possess 
quite as mtich artistic merit. 

DEHIUBE, In Denmark the monuments of the Renais- 
sance may almost be said to be confined to the reign of 
Christian IV. (1588-1648), and do not include a single 
church of any importance. The royal castles of the Boaen- 
liorg at Copenhagen (1610) and the Frederiokiborg (1580- 
1624), the latter by a Dutch architect, arc intt'resting and 
picturesque in mass, with their fanciful gables, mullioned 
windows and numerous turrets, but can hardly lay claim to 
beauty of detail or purity of style. The Exchange at Co- 
penhagen, built of brick and stone in the same general 
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Style (1619-40), is still less interesting both in mass and 
detail. 

The only other important Scandinavian monument de- 
gerving of special mention in so brief a sketch as thiii is the 
Eoyal Palace at Stookholm, Sweden (1698-1753), due to a 
foreign architect, Nicodemus de Tcssin. It is of imposing 
dimensions, and although simple in external treatment, it 
merits praise for the excellent disposition of its plan, its 
noble court, imposing entrances, and the general dignity 
and appropriateness of its architecture. 

MOSnilEIITB (in addition lo those mentioned in text). England, 
TiTioK Style : Several palaces by Heoiy VIII,, no longer extant ; Wcsl- 
wood, later rebuilt ; Gosfield Hall; liarlaston.— Ei.iiahethan : Buck- 
hurst. ijCjs; Kirby House. 1570, both by Thorpe: Caius College, 1570- 
75, by Theodore Have; '"The Schools." Oxford, by Thomas Holt, t6oo; 
Beaupre Cnstle, 1600. — Jacobean : Tombs of Mary of Scotland and of 
Eliiabeth in Westminster Abbey ; Audsley Inn ; Bolsover Castle, 1613 ; 
Heriot's Hospital, Edinburgh. 1628,— Classic or Anglo-Italian; St. 
John's Coilege, Oxford ; Queen's House. Greenwich : ColeshlU ; all by 
Inigo Jones, 1620-51 ; Amesbuty, by Webb : Combe Abbey ; Bucking- 
ham and Montague Houses ; The Monument, I>ondon, 1670, by Wren ; 
Temple Bar, by the same: Winchester Palace, 1683; Chelsea College; 
Towers of Westminster Abbey, 1696 ; St. Clement Dane's ; St. James's, 
Westminster ; St J'eler's, Cornhill, and many others, all by Wren,— i8th 
Century ; Seaton Delaval and GrimsihoTpe, by Van Rrugh ; Wanstead 
House, by Colin Campbell ; Treasury Buildings, by Kent. 

The most important Renaissance buildings of BELGIUM and Holland 
have been menlioned in the text. 
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P RENAISSANCE ARCHITECTURE IN GERMANY. SPAIN, 
AND PORTUGAL. 
Books Recommended : As before, Fergusson, Palustre, 
Also, von Bezold , ^«r Baukunst dfr Rrnaissanee in Deutsch- 
landi Holland, Bflgitn und Ddncmark (in Hdbuch. d. Areh,), 
Caveda (Ir. Kugler), Gesehichtu der Baukumt in Spanien. 
Fritsch, Denkmikr der deutschen Renaissance (plates). Jung- 
handel, Die Baukunst Spaniens. Lambert und Stahl, Motii-e 
der ifeiitsehen Architektur. Ltibke, Gesckichte der Renaisiatice 
in Deiilschland. Prentice, Renaissance Architecture and Orna- 
ment in Spain. Uhde, BaudenkmdUr in Spanien. Verdier et 
Cattoia, Architecture civiletel domesH^ue. Villa Amil, Uispania 
Arlisticay Monumental. 

AVBIKIA; BOHEltU- The earliest appearance of the Re 
naissancc in thi; architecture of the German stales was in the 
eastern provinces. Before the close of the fifteenth cen- 
tury Florentine and Milanese architects were employed in 
Austria, Bohemia, and the Tyrol, where there are a number 
of palaces and chapels in an unmixed Italian style. 'The 
[jurtal of the castle of Mahrisch-Triibau dates from 1492 ; 
while to the early years of the i6lh century belong a cruci- 
form chapel at Gran, the remodelling of the castle at Cra- 
cow, and the chapel of the Jagellons in the same city — the 
earliest domical structure of the German Renaissance, 
though of Italian design. The SchloBi Ponia (1510), at 
Spital in Carinthia, is a line quadrangular palace, surround- 
ing a court with arcades on three sides, in which the open 
stairs form a picturesque interruption with their rampant 
.ircliL's. But for the niassiveness of the details it might 
be a Florentine palace. In addition to this, the famous Ar- 
senal at Wiener- Neustadt (1524), the portal of the Impe 
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rial Palace (1552), and the Castle Schalabarg on the Dan- 
ube (1530-1601), are attributed to Italian architects, to 
whom must also be ascribed a number of important works 
at Prague. Chief among these the Belvedere (1536, by 
Paolo della Slrlla), a rectangular building surrounded by a 
graceful open arcade, above which it rises with a second 
story crowned by a curved roof; the Waldstein Palace 
(1621-^9), by Giov. Man'rti, with its imposing loggia; 
Schlosa Stem, built on the plan of a six-pointed star {i^g- 
1565) and embellished by Italian artists with stucco orna- 
ments and frescoes ; and parts of the palace on the Hrad- 
schin. by Scamossi, attest the supremacy of Italian art in 
Bohemia, The same is true of Styria. Carinthia, and the 
Tyrol ; e. jr. Schlou Ambrai at Innsbruck (1570). 

OEBltANT: P£BIDDB. The earliest manifestation of the 
Renaissance in what is now the Cierman Empire, appeared 
in the works of painters like Diirer and Burkmair, and in 
occasional buildings previous to 1515. The real transfor- 
mation of German architecture, however, hardly began un- 
til after the Peace of Augsburg, in 1555- From that time 
on its progress was rapid, its achievements being almost 
wholly in the domain of secular architecture — princely and 
ducal castles, town halls or Ralhhausei; and houses of 
wealthy burghers or corporations. It is somewhat singular 
that the German emperors should not have undertaken the 
construction of a new imperial residence on a worthy scale, 
the palaces of Munich and Berlin being aggregations of 
buildings of various dates about a nucleus of mediaeval ori- 
gin, and with no single portion to compare with the stately 
chateaux of the French kings. Church architecture was 
neglected, owing to the Reformation, which turned to its 
own uses the existing churches, while the Roman Catholics 
were too impoverished to replace the edilices they had 
lost. 

The periods of the German Renaissance are less well 
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BKTDKT OF ABCWnM-HHE- 

il ihaa thoac d tbc Fnndi ; bia its %mjuLSsi t \. dcrd- 
optatniB follov tbc taaic gcaeni propvsaioa, Anded into 
three Magn : 

I. THK E4RLY ReVAISSASCE, 1325-1600, IB wfatdl Uk 

ordcrft were iafrcqoentljr Hsed, nuinlf for porcbes and for 
gablc detxrration. The cooccptiuna and spirit irf most 
mnnainenU were still strongly tinged with Cotiuc feeling. 

II. Tub Late Remais^akce, 1600-1675, cbaracterized 
by a dry, heavy ireatmenr, in which too often neither the 
fanciful gayety of the previous period nor the simple and 
monumental dignity of classic design appears. Broken 
curvei, large >cro)ls, obelisks, and a style of flat relief carv- 
ing resembling the Elizabethan are common. Occasional 
rnoriumcntH exhibit a more correct and classic treatment 
after Ituliun modelx. 

III. 'I'liK liECLiNE OR Baroque Period, 1675-1800, em- 
ploying the orilcrti in a style of composition oscillating be- 
tween the extremes of bareness and of Rococo over-deco- 
ration. The ornament partakes of the cliaracter of the 
l.ouid XV. and Italian Jesuit styles, being most successful 
in interior decoration, but externally running to the ex- 
trcnii' of unreKtriiincd fancy. 

OHABAOTIBIITICI. In none of these periods do we meet 
wilh tlitr >iiilifr. monumental treatment of the Florentine or 
koman schools. A love of picturesque variety in masses 
and tiky-liucs, inherited from raediseval times, appears in 
the high roofs, stepped gables and lofty dormers which are 
universal. The roofs often comprise several stories, and 
are li(;hted by lofty gables at either end, and by dormers 
carried up from the side walls through two or three stories. 
('iid)les and dormers alike are built in diminishing stages, 
(■ill h step ndiimed with a console or scroll, and the whole 
U'i'iiied with pilasters or colonncltcs and entablatures break- 
ing over each support (Fig. 191). These roofs, dormers, and 
gables contribute the most noticeable element to the gen- 
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eral effect of most German Renaissance buildings, and are 
commonly the best-designed features in them. The orders 
are scantily used and usually treated with utter disregard 
of classic canons, being generally far too massiive and over- 
loaded w 



Oriels, bay-windows, 
and turrets, starting 
from corbels or col- 
onnettes, or rarely 
from the ground, di- 
versify the fa^de.and 
spires of curious bul- 
bous patterns give 
added piquancy to the 
picturesque sky-line. 
The plans seldom had 
the monumental sym- 
metry and largeness 
of Italian and French 
models ; courtyards 
were often irregular 
in shape and diversi- 
fied with balconies 
and spiral staircase- 
turrets. The nation- 
al leaning was always 
toward the quaint and 
fantastic, as well in 
the decoration as in 
the composition. Gro- 
tesques, caryatids, .p(r/n« (half-figures terminating below in 
sheath-like supports), fanciful rustication, and many other 
details give a touch of the Baroque even to works of early 
date. The same principles were applied with better suc- 
cess to interior decoration, especially in the large hails of 
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the castles and totrn-halls. and many of their ceilings were 
tumptuoLis and well-coniiidcred de&igas, decplj' panelled, 
painted and gilded in wood or plaster. 

OASTLZI- The Sekloii or Burg of the German prince or 
duke retained throughout the Renaissance many mediaeval 
characteristics in plan and aspect. A large proportion of 
these noble residences were built upon foundations of de- 
molished feudal castles, reproducing in a new dress tlie 
ancient round towers and vaulted guard-rooms and hall^ 
as in the Harienfels at Torgau, the Heldburg (both in 
Saxony), and the castle of Trausniu, in Bavaria, among 
many others. The Caitle at Torgaa (1540) is one of the 
most imposing of its class, with massive round and square 
towers showing externally, and court facades full of pict- 
uresque irregularities. In the great Cattle at Drndeii the 
plan is more symroetrical, and the Renaissance appears more 
distinctly in the details of the CeorgenflQgel (1530-50), 
though at that early dale the classic orders were almost 
ignored. The portal of the Heldburg, however, built in 
1562, is a composition quite in the contemporary French 
vein, with superposed orders and a crowning pediment over 
a massive basement. 

Another important series of castles or palaces are of more 
regular design, in which the feudal traditions tend to disap- 
pear. The majority belong to the end of the i6th and b^ 
ginning of the 1 7th centuries. They are built around large 
rectangular courts with arcades in two or three stories on 
one or more sides, but rarely surrounding it entirely. In 
these the segmental arch is more common than the semi- 
circular, and springs usually from short and stumpy Ionic 
or Corinthian columns. The rooms and halls are arranged 
en suite, without corridors, and a large and lofty banquet 
hall forms the dominant feature of the series. The earliest 
of these regularly planned palaces are of Italian design. 
Chief among them is the Reaidenz at Landsbut (1536-43), 
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with a thoroughly Roman plan, by pupils of Giulb Roma- 
ny, and exterior and court fatudes of great dignity treated 
with the orders. More German in its details, but equally 
interesting, is the Filratenhof at Wiamar, in brick and terra- 
cotta, by Valentino di Lira and Van Aken {\^^^\ whiie in 
the PiaitenschlOBB at Brieg (1547-72), by Italian architects, 
the treatment in parts suggests the richest works of the 
style of Francis I. In other castles the segmental arch and 
stumpy columns or piers show the German taste, as in the 
PlEBsenburg, by Kasfar Visc/u-r (1554-64), the castle at 
Plagnitz, and the Old Castle at Stattgart, all dating from 
about 1550-55. Heidelberg Castle, in spite of its mediKvai 
aspect from the river and its irregular plan, ranks as the 
highest achievement of the German Renaissance in palace 
design. The most interesting parts among its various 
wings built at different dates — the earlier portions still 
Gothic in design — are the Otto HeinrlcliBbaa (1554) and 
the FriedrichBb&n {1601). The first of these appears some- 
what simpler in its lines than the second, by reason of having 
lost its original dormer-gables. The orders, freely treated, 
are superposed in three stories, and twin windows, niches, 
statues, gaSnes, medallions and profuse carving produce 
an effect of great gayety and richness. The Friedrichs- 
bau (Fig. 192), less quiet in its lines, and with high scroH- 
gahled and stepped dormers, is on the other hand more 
soberly decorated and more characteristically German. The 
SchlosB Hamelschenburg (Fig. 191) is designed in some- 
what the same spirit, but with even greater simplicity of 

TOWM HALLS. These constitute the most interesting class 
of Renaissance buildings in Germany, presenting a consid- 
erable variety of types, but nearly all buiit in solid blocks 
without courts, and adorned with towers or spires. A high 
roof crowns the building, broken by one or more high ga- 
bles or many-storied dormers. The majority of these town 
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halls present facades much diversified by projecting wings, 
as at Lcmgo and Paderborn, or by oriels and lurrets, as at 
Altenbnrg (1562-64); and the towers which dominate the 
whole terminate usually in bel!-sliaped cupolas, or in more 
capricious forms with 
successive swellings 
and contractions, as at 
Dantzic{i587). A few, 
however, are designed 
with monumental sim- 
plicity of mass ; of these 
that at firemen (1612) 
is perhaps the finest, 
with its beautiful ex- 
terior arcade on strong 
Doric columns. The 
ttiwn hall of Nuremberg 
i^ one of the few with 
a court, and presents a 
f^Lfade of almost Roman 
simplicity (1613-19); 
tluit at Ang;Bbiirg(i6i5) 
is equally classic and 
znore pleasing; while 
at Schweinfurt, Rolhen- 
burg(.5;2),MUlhausen. 
utc, are others worthy 
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no. 19..— THE fTUKUmCHBUAU, HaHIKLllEKG. CHUBCHE8. 

chael'B, at Munich, is 
almost the only important church of the first period in 
Germany (1582), but it is worthy to rank with many of 
the most notable contemporary Italian churches. A wide 
nave covered by a majestic barrel vault, is flanked by side 
chapels, separated from each other by massive piers and 
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forming a series of gallery bays above. Tliere are short 
transepts and a choir, all in excellent proportion and treat- 
ed with details which, if somewhat heavy, are appropriate 
and reasonably correct. The Harienkirohe ai Wolfenbot- 
tel (1608) is a fair sample of the parish churches of the sec- 
ond period. In the exte- 
rior of this church point- 
ed arches and semi-Gothic 
tracery are curiously asso- 
ciated with heavy rococo 
carving. The simple rect- 
angular mass, square low- 
er, and porta! with mas- 
sive orders and carving 
are characteristic features. 
Many of the church-tow- 
ers are well proportioned 
and graceful structures in 
spite of the fantastic out- 
lines of their spires. One 
of the best and purest in 
style is that of the Uni- 
versity Church at WUrz- 
burg (1587-1600). 

HODBEB. Many of the 
German houses of the six- 
teenth and seventeenth 
centuries would merit ex- ,1^ i^j,— i«in^ih iauck, ukesuhh. 

tended notice in a larger 

work, as among the most interesting lesser monuments 
of the Renaissance, Nuremberg and Hildesheim are par- 
ticularly rich in such houses, built either for private citi- 
is or for guilds and corporations. Not a tew of the half- 
timbered houses of the time are genuine works of art, 
though interest chiefly centres in the more monumental 
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dwcHiiigs of stone. In this domestic architecture the pict- 
uresque quality of German design appears to better advan- 
tage than in more monumental edifices, and their broadly 
stepped gables, corbelled oriels, florid portals and want of 
formal symmetry im- 
^ parting a peculiar and 

unileniable charm. The 
Kaiserhaus and Wede- 
kindsches Haus at Hil- 
desheim ; Furstenhana 
at Leipzig: Peller, 
Hirschvogel, and Funk 
houses at Nuremberg ; 
the Salt House at Frank- 
furt, and Ritter House 
at Heidelberg, are a few 
of the most noted among 
these examples of do- 
mestic architecture. 

LATER HOKDHEHTS. 
Thi' Zwinger Palace at 
Dresden (Fig, ,93), is 
the most elaborate and 
wayward example of the 
German palace archi- 
tecture of the third pe- 
riod. Its details are of 
r tr.sf.i V, the most exaggerated 

rococo type, like con- 
fectioner's work done in stone ; and yet the building has 
an air of princely splendor which partly atones for its de- 
tails. Besides this palace, Dresden possesses in the domical 
Uarienkirclie (Fig. 194) a very meritorious example of 
late design. The proportions are good, and the detail, if 
not interesting, is at least inoffensive, while the whole is 
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a dignified and rational piece of work. At Vienna are a 
number of palaces of the third period, more interesting for 
their beautiful grounds and parks than for intrinsic archi- 
tectural merit, .^s in Italy, this was the period of stucco, 
and although in Vienna this cheap and perishable material 
was cleverly handled, and the ornament produced was often 
quaint and effective, the results lack the permanence and 
dignity of true building in stone or brick, and may be dis- 
missed without further mention. 

In minor works the Germans were far less prolific than 
the Italians or Spaniards. Few of their tombs were of the 
first importance, though one, the Sebald Shrine, in Nurem- 
berg, by Peter Vischer (1506-19), is a splendid work in 
bronze, in the transitional style ; a richly decorated canopy 
on slender metal colonnettes covering and enclosing the 
sarcophagus of the saint. There are a large number of 
fountains in the squares of German and Swiss cities which 
display a high order of design, and are among the most 
characteristic minor products of German art. 

BPAIir. The flamboyant Gothic style sufficed for a while 
to meet the requirements of the arrogant and luxurious 
period which in Spain followed the overthrow of the Moors 
and the discovery of America. But it was inevitable that 
the Renaissance should in time make its influence felt in 
the arts of the Iberian peninsula, largely through the em- 
ployment of Flemish artists. In jewelry and silverwork, 
arts which received a great impulse from the importation 
of the precious metals from the New World, the forms of 
the Renaissance found special acceptance, so that the new 
style received the name of the Ptateraquc (from platero, 
silversmith). This was a not inept name for the tnijiulely 
detailed and suinptuous decoration of the early Renais- 
sance, which laste<l from 1500 to the accession of Philip II. 
in 1556. It was characterized by surface-decoration spread- 
ing over broad areas, especially around doors and windows, 
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floritl escutcheons and Gothic details mingling with dell 
cately chiselled arabesques. Decorative pilasters with 
broken entablatures and carved baluster-shafts were em- 
ployed with little reference to constructive lines, but with 
great refinement of detail, in spite of the exuberant profu- 
sion of the ornament. 

To this style, after the artistic inaction of Philip II. "s 
reign, succeeded the coldly classic style practised by Berru- 
guete and Herrcra, and called the Griego-Romatto. In spite of 
the attempt to produce works of clasSicaTpurity, the build- 
ings of this period are for the most part singularly devoid of 
originality and interest. This style lasted until the middle 
of the seventeenth century, and in the case of certain works 
and artists, until its close. It was followed, at least in eccle- 
siastical architecture, by the so-called Churrigueresque, a 
name derived from an otherwise insignificant architect,,W»r- 
riguera,vho like Madernaand Borromini in Italy, discarded 
all the proprieties of architecture, and rejoiced in the wildest 
extravagances of an untrained fancy and debased taste. 

E&KLT MONDIIEIITB. The earliest ecclesiastical works of 
the Renaissance period, like the cathedrals of Salamanca, 
Toledo, and Segovia, were almost purely Gothic in style. 
Not until 1525 did the new forms begin to dominate in 
cathedral design. The cathedral at Jaen, by Vahldvira 
(1525), an imposing structure with three aisles and side 
chapels, was treated internally with the Corinthian order 
throughout. The Cathedral of Granada (1529, by Diego de 
Siloi) is especially interesting for its great domical sanctu- 
ary 70 feet in diameter, and for the largeness and dignity 
of its conception and details. The cathedral of Malaga, 
the church of San Domingo at Salamanca, and the monas- 
tery of San Girolamo in the same city are either wholly or 
in part Plateresque, and provided with portals of especial 
richness of decoration. Indeed, the portal of S. Domingo 
practically forms the whole fapade. 
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In secular architecture the Hospital 
Toledo, by Enrique de E^az (1504-16), is 
examples of the style. Here, as alsii in 
Salamanca. (Fig. 195), the portal is the n 
suggesting both 
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models in its details. 
The great College at 
Alcala de Hefiares is 
another importa 
early monument 
the Renaissance 
(1500-17, by Pedro 
Gumicl). In most de- 
signs the preference 
was for long facades 
of moderate height, 
with a basement 
showing few open- 
ings, and a bel itage 
lighted by large win- 
dows widely spaced. 
Ornament waschief- 
lyconcentrated about 
the doors and win- 
dows, except for the 

roof balustrades, fig. i^.-uhur uy the irMvan^nv. .alah^kc*. 

which were often ex- 
ceedingly elaborate. Occasionally a decorative motive is 
spread over the whole facade, as in the Caaa de laa Oonohaa 
at Salamanca, adorned with cuckle-shells carved at inter- 
vals all over the front — a bold and effective device ; or the 
Infantada palace with its spangling of carved diamonds. 
The courtyard or patio was an indispensable feature of 
these buildings, as in all hot countries, and was sur> 
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rounded by aruadt-s Ireqvienlly of the most fanciful design 
overloaded with minute orn.iment, as in the Inlantado at 
Guadalajara, the Caaa de Zaporta, formerly at Saragossa 
I now removsd to Paris : 
Fig, 196), and the Lu- 
piana monastery. The 
patios in the Arch- 
bishop's Palace at Al- 
cnlade Heilaresand the 
CoUegio de los Irlande- 
ses at Salamanca are of 
simpler design ; that of 
the Casa de Filatos at 
Seville is almost pure- 
ly Moorish. Salamanca 
abounds in buildings of 
this period. 

TH£ OBIEQO-BOII&nO. 
'Ilur more classic treat- 
ment of architectural 
defiigns by the use of 
ihe orders was intro- 
duced by Alonzo Berru- 
giiete {1480-1560 ?), who 
studied in Italy after 
i5o_j. 'I'he Archbish- 




I'ak 



ind the 



foric Gate of San Har- 

HG. 196.-C4SA 1,1 «ID«TA ; tn, RTVARD. tlHO, both atToIcdO, 

were his work, as well 
as the first palace at Madrid. The Palladio of Spain was, 
nnwever, by Juan de Hcrrera (died 1597), the architect Oi 
Valladolid Cathedral, built under Philip \ . This vast edi- 
fice follows the general lines of the earlier cathedrals of Jaen 
and Granada, but in a style of classical correctness almost 
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severe in aspect, but well suited to the grand scale of the 
church. The masterpiece of this period was the monastery 
of the Escnriftl, begun by Jttan Baftisia of Toledo, in 1563, 
but not completed until nearly one hundred and fifty years 
later. Its final architectural aspect was largely due to 
Herrera. It is a vast rectangle of 740 X 580 feet, compris- 
ing a complex of courts, halls, and cells, dominated by the 
huge mass uf the 
chapel. This last is 
an imposing domical 
church covering 70,* 
000 square feet, treat- 
ed throughout with 
the Doric order, ai,d 
showing externally a 
lofty dome and cam- 
paniles with domical 
lanterns, which serve 
to diversify the oth- 
erwise monotonous 
mass of the monas- 
tery. What the ]^^- 
curial lacks in gi-.i't.- 
or splendor is ;it li i-i 




deemed by its maj- 
estic scale and varied sky-lines. The Palace of Cliarlei Y. 
(Fig. 197), adjoining the Alhambra at Granada, though 
begun as early as 1527 by Mackuca, was mainly due to 
Berrugiiete, and is an excellent example of the Spanish 
Palladian style. With its circular court, admirable propor- 
tions and well-studied details, this often maligned edifice I 
deserves to be ranked among the most successful examplea J 
of the style. During this period the cathedral uf Seville* 
received many alterations, and the upper part of the adjoin- 
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ing Moorish tower of the Oiralda, burned in 1395, was re- 
built by Fftiando Ruis in the prevalent style, and with con- 
siderable elegance and appropriateness of desigfn. 

Of ilie Falaoe at Madrid, rebuilt by Philip V. after the 
burning of the earlier palace in 1734, and mainly the work 
of an Italian, /vara; the Aranjiiez palace (1739, by Fran- 
ciico Herrera\ and the Palace at San Ildefoiuo, it need only 
be said that their chief merit lies in their size and the ab- 
sence of those glaring violations of good taste which gen- 
erally characterued the successors of Churriguera. In 
ecclesiastical design these violations of taste were particu- 
larly abundant and excessive, especially in the facades and 
in the sanctuary — huge aggregations of misplaced and 
vulgar detail, with hardly an unbroken pediment, column, 
or arch in the whole. Some extreme examples of this 
abominable style are to be found in the Spanish- American 
churches of the 17th and 18th centuries, as at Chihuahua 
(Mexico), Tucson (Arizona), and other places. The least 
offensive features of the churches of this period were the 
towers, usually in pairs at the west end, some of them 
showing excellent proportions and good composition in 
spite of their execrable details. 

Minor architectural works, such as the rood screens in 
the churches of Astorga and Medina de Rio Seco, and 
many tombs at Granada, Avila, Alcala, etc., give evidence 
of superior skill in decorative design, where constructive 
considerations did not limit the exercise of the imagination, 

MBTUOAl. The Renaissance appears to have produced 
few notable works in Portugal. Among the chief of these 
are the lowsr, the church, and the Cloiater, at Belem. These 
display a riotous profusion of minute carved ornament, with 
a free commingling of late Gothic details, wearisome in the 
end in spite of the beauty iff its execution (1500-40?). 
The church of Santa Crnz at Coimbra, and that of Lus, 
near Lisbon, are among the most noted of the religions 
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monuments of the Renaissance, while in secular architecture 
the royal palace at Hafra is worthy of mention. 

MOmntEBTB. (Mainly supplementary lo preceding text) Al'STRFA, 
Bohemia, elc. : At Prague, SchJoss Stem, 1459-1565 ; Schwarieribui^ 
Palace, 1544 : Waldstein Palace. t63g ; Salvator Chapel, Vienna, 1515 ; 
Schloss Schalabiirg. near MOlk. 1530-160: ; Stfindehaus. Grali, 1625. 
At Vienna : Imperial palace, various dates ; Schwarzenburg and Lichlen- 
stein palaces, l8th century. 

Germany, First Period: Schloss Baden, 1510-39 and part 1569-82; 
Schloss Mersebtirg, 1514, with late iftth-century portals ; Fuggerhaus at 
Augsburg. 1516; castles of Neuenstein, 1530-64; Celle. 1532-46 (and 
enlarged, 1665-70); Dessau, 1533; Lcignitz, portal, 1533; Plagnitz, 
1550 ; SchlOBS Gottesau. 1553-88 ; castle of GUatrow, 1555-65 ; of Oels, 
1559-1616 ; of Bemburg. 1565 ; of Ileiligenburg. 1569-87 ; Mllnihof at 
Municb. 1575 ; Lusthaus (demolished) at Stuttgart, 1575 ; WJlhelmsburg 
Castle at Schmalkald, 1584-90; castle of HSmelschenburg, 1588-1612. — 
Second Period: Zunfthaus at Basle, 157B, in advanced style ; so also 
Juleum at Helnistadt, 1593-1612 ; gymnasium at Brunswick. 1592-1613 ; 
Spiesshotal Basle, 1600 ; castle at Berlin, lfioo-l6l6, demolished in great 
part ; castle Bevem. 1603 ; Uantzic. Zeughaus. 1605 ; Wallfahrtskirche at 
Dettclbach. 1613 ; castle Aschaffenbnrg, 1605-13; Schloss Wciketsheim, 
16UO-83. — Thiku I'EKIOD : Zeughaus at Berlin, 1695 ; palace at Berlin 
by SchlUter, 1699-1706 ; Catholic church, Dresden. (For Classic Revival, 
*ee next chapter.) — Town Halt.s ; At Heilbronn, 1535 ; Gttrliti, 1537 ; 
Posen, 1550; Mulhausen, 1552; Cologne, porch with Corinthian columns 
and Gothic arches, 1569 ; I.Ubeck (Ralhhaushalle), 1570; Schweinfurt, 
1570; Gothn, 1574; Emden, 1574-76; Lemgo, 1589; Neisse, 1604; 
Nordhauseo, 1610 ; Paderborn. i6n-i6 ; Gernsbach. 1617. 

Spain. i6th Centukv : Monastery San Marcos at Leon ; palace of 
the Infanta, Saragossa ; Carcel del Corte at Baez ; Cath, of Malaga, 
W. front. 1538, by de Silo* ; Taveia Hospital, Toledo, 1541. by de Busta- 
mente ; Alca/ar at Toledo, 1548 ; Lonja (Town tiall) at Saragossa. 1551 ; 
Casa de la Sal, Cosa Monterey, and Coliegio de los IrSandeses, all at 
Salamanca ; Town liall, Casa de los Taveros and upper part of Giralda, 
all at Seville.— 17TH Century : Cathedral del Pilar. Saragossa. 1677; 
Tower del Seo. 1685. — iSti! Center v : palace at Madrid. 1735 ; at Aran- 
jucE, 1739 ; cathedral of Santiago, 173B ; Lonja at Barcelona, 1772. 



CHAPTER XXV. 

THE CLASSIC REVIVALS IN EUROPE. 

Books Recommended: As before, Fergusson. Also Cha- 
teau, HUtoire el caractires de I'architecture en France ; and 
Liibke, Gachickte der Architektur. (For the most part, how- 
ever, recourse must be had to the general histories of 
architecture, and to monographs on special cities or build- 
ings.) 

THE EIOHTEEKTH CENTUBT. By the end of the seventeenth 
century the Renaissance, properly speaking, had run its 
course in Europe. The increasing servility of its imitation 
of antique models had exhausted its elasticity and originality. 
Taste rapidly declined before the growth of the industrial 
and commercial spirit in the eighteenth century. The fer- 
ment of democracy and the disquiet of far-reaching political 
changes had begun to preoccupy the minds of men to the 
detriment of the arts. By the taiddle of the eighteenth cen- 
tury, however, the extravagances of the Rococo, Jesuit, and 
Louis XV. styles had begun to pall upon the popular taste. 
The creative spirit was dead, and nothing seemed more 
promising as a corrective for these e.vtravagaaces than a 
return to classic models. But the demand was for a literal 
copying of the arcades and porticos of Rome, to serve as 
frontispieces for buildings in which modern requirements 
should be accommodated to these antique exteriors, instead 
of controlling the design. The result was a manifest gain 
in the splendor of the streets and squares adorned by these 
highly decorative frontispieces, but at the expense of con- 
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venience and propriety in the buildings themselves. While 
this academic spirit too often sacrificed logic and original- 
ity to an arbitrary symmetry and to the supposed canons 
of Roman design, it also, on the other hand, led to a stateli- 
ness and dignity in the planning, especially in the design- 
ing of vestibules, stairs, and halls, which render many of the 
public buildings it produced well worthy of study. The 
architecture of the Roman Revival was pompous and artifi- 
cial, but seldom trivia!, and its somewhat affected grandeur 
was a welcome relief from the dull e.xtravagance of the 
styles it replaced. 

THE GREEK KEVITAL. The Roman revival was, however, 
displaced in England and Germany by the Greek Revival, 
which set in near the close of the eighteenth century. This 
was the result of a newly awakened interest in the long- 
neglected monuments of Attic art which the discoveries of 
Stuart and Revett — sent out in 1732 by the London Society 
of Dilettanti — had once more made known to the world, 
It led to a veritable furore in England for Greek Doric 
and Ionic columns, which were applied indiscriminately to 
every class of buildings, with utter disregard of propriety, 
The British taste was at this time at its lowest ebb, 
and failed to perceive the poverty of Greek architecture 
when deprived of its proper adornments of carving and 
sculpture, which were singularly lacking in the British ex- 
amples. Nevertheless the Greek style in England had a 
long run of popular favor, yielding only during the reign of 
the present sovereign to the so-called Victorian Gothic, a 
revival of medijeval forms. In Germany the Greek Revival 
was characterized by a more cultivated taste and a more 
rational application of its forms, which were often freely 
modified to suit modern needs. In France, where the Ro- 
man Revival under l.ouis XV. had produced fairly satisfac- 
tory results, and where the influence of the Royal School of 
Fine Arts i^EcoU iks Beaux-Arts) tended to perpetuate the 
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principles of Roman design, the Greek Revival found no 
fooling. The Greek forms were seen to be too severe and 
intractable for present requirements. About iSjd, how- 
ever, a modified style of design, known since as the N^- 
GreCyVAS introduced by the exertions of a small coterie of 
talented architects ; and though its own life was short, it 
profoundly influenced French art in the direction of free- 
dom and refinement for a long time afterward. In Italy 
there was hardly anything in the nature of a true revival 
of either Roman or Greek forms. The few important works 
of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries were 
conceived in the spirit of the late Renaissance, and took 
from the prevalent revival of classicism elsewhere merely 
a greater correctness of detail, not any radical change of 
form or spirit. 

UTGLAVO. There was, strictly speaking, no Roman re- 
vival in Great Britain. The modified Palladian style of 
Wren and Oibbs and their successors continued until super- 
seded by the Greek revival. The first fruit of the new 
movement seems to have been the Bank of England at 
London, by Sir John Soane (1788). In this edifice the 
Greco-Roman order of the round temple at Tivoli was 
closely copied, and applied to a long facade, too low for its 
length and with no sufficient stylobate, but fairly effective 
with its recessed colonnade and unpierced walls. The Brlt- 
iih Huseiun, by Robert Smirke (Fig, 198), was a more am- 
bitious essay in a more purely Greek style. Its colossal 
Ionic colonnade was, however, a mere frontispiece, applied 
to a badly planned and commonplace building, from which 
it cut off needed light. The more modest but appropriate 
columnar facade to the FitzwUliam Haseum at Cambridge, 
by Bassn'i, was a more successful attempt in the same direc- 
tion, better proportioned and avoiding the incongruity of 
modern windows in several stories. These have always 
been the stumbling-block of the revived Greek style. The 
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difficulties they raise are avoided, however, in buildings 
presenting but two stories, the order being applied to the 
upper story, upon a high stylobate serving as a basement. 
The High School and the Royal Institution at Edinburgh, 
and the University at London, by Wiikins, are tor this rea- 
son, if for no other, superior to the British Museum and 
other muny-storied Anglo-Greek edifices. In spite of all 




\ 



difficulties, however, the English extended the applications of 
the style with doubtful success not only to all manner of pub- 
lic buildings, but also to country residences. Carlton House, 
Bowden Park, and Grange House are instances of this 
misapplication of Greek forms. Neither did it prove more 
tractable for ecclesiastical purposes. St. Pancru's Church 
at London, and several churches by TAomson .(JS17-75). in 
Glasgow, though interesting as experiments in such adapta- 
tion, are not to be commended for imitation. The most 
successful of all British Greek designs is perhaps St George's 
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Hall at Liverpool {Fig. 199), whose imposing peristyle and 
porches are sufficieatly Oreelc in spirit and detail to cisss 
it among the works of the Gi^ek Revival. But its great 
hall and its iDterior composition are really Roman and not 




Greek, emphasizing the teaching of experience that Greek 
architecture does not lend itself to the exigencies of mod- 
ern civilization to nearly the same extent as the Roman. 

QEBKAKT, During the eighteenth century the classic revi- 
val in Germany, which at first followed Roman precedents 
{as in the columns carved with spirally ascending reliefs in 
front of the church of St. Charles Borromeo, at Vienna), was 
directed into the channel of Greek imitation by the literary 
works of Winckelmann, Lessing, Goethe, and others, as well 
as by the interest aroused hy the discoveries of Stuart and 
Revett. The Brandenburg Gate at Berlin (1784, by Lang- 
hans) was an early example of this Hellenism in architec- 
ture, and one of its most successful applications to civic 
purposes. Without precisely copying any Greek structure, 
it was evidently inspired from the Athenian Propylaea, and 
nothing in its purpose is foreign to the style emploved. 
The greatest activity in the style came later, however, and 
was greatly stimulated by the achievements of Fr. Schmkel 
(1771-1841), one of the greatest of modern German archi- 
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tects. While in the domical church of St. Nicholas at 
Potsdam, he employed Roman forms in a modernized Ro- 
man conception, and followed in one or two other buildings 
the principles of the Renaissance, his predilections were 
for Greek architecture. His masterpiece was the Hnaenm 
at Berlin, with an imposing portico of 18 Ionic columns 
(Fig. 200). This building with its fine rotunda was excel- 
lently planned, and forms, in conjunction with the New 
Hnseamby i'A/^ir/- (1843-55), a noble palace of art, to whose 
monumental requirements and artistic purpose the Greek 
colonnades and pediments were not inappropriate. Schink- 
el's greatest successor was L/fn von Klenze (1784-1864), 
whose more textual reproductions of Greek models won 
him great favor and wide employment. The Walhalla 
near Ratisbon is a modernized Parthenon, internally vaulted 
with glass ; elegant externally, but too obvious a plagiarism 
to be greatly admired. The Bnhmeahalle at Munich, a 
double L partly enclosing a colossal statue of Bavaria, and 
devoted to the commemoration of Bavaria's great men, is 




copied from no Greek building, though purely Greek in 
design and correct to the smallest detail. In the Olypto- 
thek (Sculpture Gallery), in the same city, ihe one dJstinc- 
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lively Greek feature introduced by Klenze, an Ionic portico, 
is :ils() liie one inappropriate note in tile design. The 
FropylEea at Municti, by tlie same (Fig. 201), and the Court 

Theatre at Herlin, by Schinkel, are other important examples 
of the style. The latter is CKternally one of the most 
beautiful theatres in Europe, though less ornate than many. 
Schinkel's genius was here remarkably successful in adapt- 
ing Greek details to the exigent difficulties of theatre de- 




'sign, and there is no suggestion of copying any known 
Greek building. 

In Vienna the one notable monument of the Classic Re- 
vival is the Beichs ratbag ebande or Parliament House, by 
Th. Hansen (1S43), an imposing two-storied composition 
with a lofty central colonnade and lower side-wings, har- 
monious in general proportions and pleasingly varied in 
outline and mass. 

In general, the Greek Revival in Germany presents the 
aspect of a sincere striving after beauty, on the part of a 
limited number of artists of great talent, misled by the idea 
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that the forms of a dead civilization could be galvanized 
into new life in the service of modern needs. 'I'he result 
was disappointing, in spite of the excellent planning, ad- 
mirable construction and carefully studied detail of these 
buildings, and the movement here as elsewhere was fore- 
doomed to failure. 

FBAITCE. In France the Classic Revival, as we have seen, 
had made its appearance during the reign of Louis XV. in 
a number of important monuments which expressed the 
protest of their authors against 
the caprice of the Rococo style 
then in vogue. The colonnades 
of the Garde -Meuble, the fagade 
of St. Sulpice, and the coldly 
beautiful Pantheon {Figs. 202, 203) 
testified to the conviction in the 
most cultured minds of thi 
that Roman grandeur was to be 
attained only by copying the forms 
of Roman architecture with the 
closest possible approach to cor- 
rectness. In the Pantheon, the 
greatest ecclesiastical monument 
of its time in France {otherwise 
known as the church of Ste. Gene- 
vifeve), the spirit of correct ctassi< 
rior as well as the exterior. It is 
ing 362 X 267 feet, with a dome 265 feet high, and in- 
ternally 69 feet in diameter. The four arms have domical 
vaulting and narrow aisles separated by Corinthian col- 
umns. The whole interior is a cold but extremely elegant 
composition. The most notable features of the exterior 
are its imposing portico of colossal Corinthian columns 
and the fine peristyle which surrounds the drum of the 
dome, giving it great dignity and richness of effect. 




1 dominates the inte- 
Greek cross, measur- 
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The dome, which is of stone throughout, has three shells, 
ihe intermediate shell serving to support the heavy stone 
lantfrn. The architect was Soufflot (1713-81). The Orand 
Thtiatre, at Bordeaux (1773, by Victor Louis), one of the 
largest and finest theatres in Europe, was another prod- 
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■ement, its s 



ly colonnade forming c 
of the chief ornaments 
of the city. Under 
Louis XVI. there was 
a temporary reaction 
from this somewhat 
pompous alTectation 
of antique grandeur ; 
hut there were few 
important buildings 
erected during that 
unhappy reign, and 
the reaction showed 
itself mainly in a more 
delicate and graceful 
style of interior dec- 
oration. It was re- 
served for the Empire ^ 
to set the seal of of- 
ficial approval on the 
_ Roman Revival. The 

Arch of Triumph of 
the Carrousel, behind the Tiiileries, by Percicr and Fontaine, 
the magnificent Arc de I'^toile, atthe summit of the Avenue 
of the Champs Elysfces, by Chalgrin ,- the wing begun by 
Napoleon to connect the Tuileries with the Louvre on the 
land side, and the church of the Madeleine, by Vignoii, 
erected as a temple to the heroes of the Grande Annie, 
were all designed, in accordance with the expressed will 
of the Emperor himself, in a style as Roman as the require- 
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ments of each case would permit. All these monuments, 
begun between 1806 and 1S09, were completed after the 
Restoration. The Arch of the Carrousel is a close copy 
of Roman models; 
that of the fitoile 
(Fig. 304) was a 
much more original 
design, of colossal 
dimensions. Its 
admirable propor- 
tions, simple com- 
position and strik- 
ing sculptures give 
itaplaceamongtlie 
noblest creations 
of its class. The 
Hadeleine (Fig. 
205), externally a 
Roman Corinthian 
temple of the larg- 
est size, presents ^.^^ jta -Ant ut tBruiLK i-arh. 
internally an al- 
most Byzantine conception with the three pendentive domes 
that vault its vast nave, but all the details are Roman. 
However suitable for a pantheon or mausoleum, it seems 
strangely inappropriate as a design for a Christian church. 
To these monuments .ihould be added the Bourse or Ex- 
change, by Brongniarf, heavy in spite of its Corinthian peri- 
style, and the river front of the Corps L^jrislatif or Palais 
Bourbon, by Poyel, the only extant example of a dodecastyle 
portico with a pediment. All of these designs are character- 
ized by great elegance of detail and excellence of execution, 
and however inappropriate in style to modern uses, they add 
immensely to the splendor of the French capital. Unques- 
tionably no lealure can take the place of a Creek or Roman 
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colonnade as an embellishment for broad avenues and open 
squares, or as the termination of an architectural vista. 

The Greek revival took little hold of the Parisian imag- 
ination. Us forms were too cold, too precise and fixed, too 
intractable to modern requirements to appeal to tiie French 
taste. It counts but one notable monument, the church of 
St. Vincent de Paul, by Hittoi-ff, who sought to apply to this 






design the principles of Greek external polychromy ; but 
the frescoes and ornaments failed to withstand the Parisian 
climate, and were finally erased. The N6o-Grec movement 
already referred to, initiated by Due, Duban, and Labrouste 
about 1830, aimed only to introduce into modern design the 
spirit and refinement, the purity and delicacy of Greek art, 
not its forms (Fig. zo6). Its chief monuments were the re- 
modelling, by Due, of the Polaii de Jnstioe, of which the new 
west fapade is the most striking single feature; the beau- 
tiful Library of the Ecole dea Beaux-Arts, by Duban ; the 
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L.brary of Ste. Oen^TiAve, by Labrouste, in which a long fa- 
cade is treated without a pilaster or column, simple arches 
over a massive basement forming the dominant motive, 
while in the interi- 
or a system of iroti 
construction wilh 
glazed domes controls 
the design ; and the 
commemorative Co- 
lonne Jnillet, by Due, 
the most elegant and 
appropriate of 
modern memorial tnl- 
umns. AH thesebuild- 
ings, begun betwti.-ti 
1830 and 1850 aiiil 
completed at viirJDus 
dates, are distin- 
guished by a remark- 
able purity and free- 
dom of conception 
and detail, quite un- 
fettered by the arti- 
ficial trammels of the 
official academic style 
then prevalent. 

THE CLA8BIG SBVITAL ELBEWHXBK. The Other countries 
of Europe have little tn show tn the way of imitations of 
classic monuments or reproductions of Roman colonnades, 
In Italy the church of 8, Fiancewo di Faola, at Naples, in 
quasi-imitation of the Pantheon at Rome, wilh wing-col- 
onnades, and the Supei^ at Turin {1706, by /vara) ; the 
facade of the San Carlo Theatre, at Naples, and the Braccio 
Nuovo of the Vatican (1817, by Stern) are the monuments 
which come the nearest to the spirit and style of the Roman 
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■al. Yet in each of these there is a large element gf 
originality and freedom of treatment which renders doubt- 
ful their cUssilicaiton as examples of that movement. 

A reflection of the Munich school is seen in the modern 
public buildings of Athens, designed in some cases by Ger- 
n architects, and in others by native Greeks. The Uni- 
versity, the Museum buildings, the Academy of Art and 
Science, and other edi6ces 
exemplify fairly succes&ful 
efforts to adapt the severe 
details of classic Greek 
art to modern windowed 
structures. They suffer 
somewhat from the too 
^^ ^^^^^^-.^ liberal use of stucco in 

^ -^^H^^^^^^^Hfe^^^* place from 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^" the conscious affectation 
of an extinct style. But 
they are for the most part 
pleasing and monumental 

,, " * " designs, adding greatly to 

the beauty of the modern 

In Russia, during and 
after the reign of Peter the Great {1689-1725), there ap- 
peared a curious mixture of styles. A style analogous to the 
Jesuit in Italy and the Churrigueresque in Spain was gen- 
erally prevalent, but it was in many cases modified by 
Muscovite traditions into nondescript forms like those o! 
the KTemlia, at Moscow, ur the less extravagant Citadel 
Church and Smolnoy Monastery at St. Petersburg. Along 
with this heavy an<l barbarous style, which prevails gener- 
ally in the numerous palaces of the capital, finished in stucco 
with atrocious details, a more severe and classical spirit is 
met with. The church of the Greek Bite at St. Peters- 
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burg combines a Roman domical interior with an exterior 
of the Greek Doric order. The Church of Our Lady of 
Kazan has a semicircular colonnade projecting from its 
transept, copying as nearly as may be the colonnades in 
front of St. Peter's. But the greatest classic monument in 
Russia is the Cathedral of Bt Isaac (Fig. 207), at St. Peters- 
burg, a vast rectangular edifice with four Roman Corinthian 
pedimental colonnades projecting from its faces, and a 
dome with a peristyle crowning the whole. Despite many 
defects of detail, and the use of cast iron for the dome, 
which pretends to be of marble, this is one of the most im- 
pressive churches of its size in Europe. Internally it dis- 
plays the costliest materials in extraordinary profusion, while 
externally its noble colonnades go far to redeem its bare 
attic and the material of its dome. The Palace of the 
Grand Duke Michael, which reproduces, with improvements, 
Gabriel's colonnades of the Garde Meuble at Paris on its 
garden front, is a nobly planned and commendable design, 
agreeably contrasting with the debased architecture of 
many of the public buildings of the city. The Admiralty 
with its Doric pilasters, and the New MnMiim, by von Klen/.e 
of Munich, in a skilfully modified Greek style, with effective 
loggias, are the only other monuments of the classic revival 
in Russia which can find mention in a brief sketch like this. 
Both are notable and in many respects admirable buildings, 
in part redeeming the vulgarity which is unfortunately so 
prevalent in the architecture of St. Petersburg. 

The KOmniEIITB of the Classic Revival have been referred 
to in the foregoing text at sufficient length to preclude the 
necessity of further enumeration here. 
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RECENT ARCHITECTURE IN EUROPE. 



Books Recommended : As before, Chateau, Fergusson. 
Also Barqui, L' Architecture moderne en France. — Berlin und 
seirie Bauteii (and a series of similar works on the modern 
buildings of other German cities). Daly, Architecture priv/e 
du XIXe sihle. Garnier, Le nouvel Optra. Gourlier, Choix 
tfidifiees publics. Licht, Architektur Deutschlands. Lobke, 
Denkmaier der Kunst. Llitzow und Tischler, Wiener Neu- 
bauten. "HArioax, M&numcnts ein'is par la ville de Paris, 1850- 
1880. Rllckwardt, Fa^aden und Details moderner Bauten. — 
Sammel mappe hervorragenden C4incurrenz-Entwiir/en. Sddille, 
L' Architecture moderne. Self ridge, Modern French Archi- 
tecture. Statham, Modern Architecture. Villars, England, 
Sent/and, and Ireland (tr. Henry Frith). Consult also Trans- 
actions of tiu Royal institute of British Architects, and the 
leading architectural journals of recent years, 

XODEBH CONDITIOBS. The nineteenth century has been 
pre-emiiienllyan age of industrial progress. Its most strik- 
ing advances have been along mechanical, scientific, and 
commercial lines. As a result of this material progress the 
general conditions of mankind in civilized countries have 
undoubtedly been greatly bettered. Popular education 
and the printing-press have also raised the intellectual level 
of society, making learning the privilege of even the poorest. 
Intellectual, scientific, and commercial pursuits have thus 
largely absorbed those energies which in other ages found 
exercise in the creation of artistic forms and objects. The 
critical and sceptical spirit, the spirit of utilitarianism and 
realism, has checked the free and general development of 
the creative imagination, at least in the plastic arts. While 
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in poetry and music ihere have been great and noble 
achievements, the plastic arts, including architecture, have 
only of late years attained a position at all worthy of the 
intellectual advancement of the times. 

Nevertheless the artistic spirit has never been wholly 
crushed out by the untoward pressure of realism and com- 
mercialism. Unfortunately it has repeatedly been directed 
in wrong channels. Modern archeology and the publica- 
tion of the forms of historic art by books and photographs 
have too exclusively fastened attention upon the details of 
extinct styles as a source of inspiration in design. The 
whole range of historic art is brought within our survey, 
and while this has on the one hand tended toward the con- 
fusion and multiplication of styles in modern work, it haa 
on the other led to a slavish adherence to historic preced- 
ent or a literal copying of historic forms. Modern archi- 
tecture has thus oscillated between the extremes of arch^o- 
logical servitude and of an unreasoning eclecticism. In the 
hands of men of inferior training the results have been de- 
plorable travesties of all styles, or meaningless aggrega- 
tions of ill-assorted forms. 

An important factor in this demoralization of architect- 
ural design has been the development of new constructive 
methods, especially in the use of iron and steel. It has 
been impossible for modern designers, in their treatment 
of style, to keep pace with the rapid changes in the struct- 
ural use of metal in architecture. The roofs of vast span, 
largely composed of glass, which modern methods of truss- 
ing have made possible for railway stations, armories, and 
exhibition buildings ; the immense unencumbered spaces 
which may be covered by them ; the introduction and 
development, especially in the United States, of the post- 
and-girder system of construction for high buildings, in 
which the external walls are a mere screen or filiing-in; 
these have revolutionized architecture so rapidly and com- 
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pletely ihat arL-liitecls are still struggling and groping to 
find the solution of many of the problems of style, scale. 
and composition which they have brought forward. 

Within the last thirty years, however, architecture has, 
despite these new conditions, made notable advances. The 
artistic emulation of repeated international exhibitions, the 
multiplication of museums and schools of art, the general 
advance in intelligence and enlightenment, have all con- 
tributed to this artistic progress. There appears to be 
more of the artistic and intellectual quality in the average 
architecture of the present time, on both sides of the Atlan- 
tic, than at any previous period in this century. The fu- 
tility of the archKological revival of entinct styles is gen- 
erally recognized. New conditions are gradually procuring 
the solution of the very problems they raise. Historic pre- 
cedent sits more lightly on the architect than formerly, and 
the essential unity of principle underlying all good design 
is coming to be better understood.* 

TBAKCI. It is in France, Germany (including Austria), 
and England that the architectural progress of this period 
in Europe has been most marked. We have already no- 
ticed the results of the classic revivals in these three coun- 
tries. Speaking broadly, it may be said that in France the 
influence of the Ae/n Jes Beaux-Arts, while it has tended to 
give greater unity and consistency to the national architect- 
ure, and has exerted a powerful influence in behalf of re- 
finement of taste and correctness of style, has also stood in 
the way of a. free development of new ideas. French archi- 
tecture has throughout adhered to the principles of the 
Renaissance, though the style has daring this century been 
modified by various influences. The first of these was the 
Neo-Grec movement, albided to in the last chapter, which 
broke the grip of Roman tradition in matters of detail and 
gave greater elasticity to the national style. Next should 
be mentioned the Gothic movement represented by Viollet- 

• S« AppoTulis n. 
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le-Duc, I.assus, Ballu, and their followers. Beginning about 
1845, it produced comparatively few notable buildings, but 
gave a great impulse to the study of mediieval archeology 
and the restoration of mediieval monuments. The churches 
of Ste. Clothilde and of St. Jean de Belleville, at Paris, and 
the reconstruction of the Ch&teuu de I'ierrefonds, were 
among its direct results. Indirectly it led to a freer and 
more rational treatment of constructive forms and mate- 
rials than had prevailed with the academic designers. The 
church of St. Aognstin, by Ballanf, at Paris, illustrates this 
in its use of iron and brick for the dome and vaulting, and 
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the College Chaptal, by E. Train, in its decorative treat- 
ment of brick and tile externally. The general adoption 
of iron for rtinf-irusses and for the construction of markets 
and similar buildings tended further in the same direction, 
the Hallea Centralfls at Paris, by Ballard, being a notable 
example. 

THS BECOHD EHFISE, The fcign of Napoleon III. 
(1852-70) was a pcriiid of exceptional activity, especially in 
Paris. The greatest monument of his reign was the com- 
pletion of the Louvre and TuUeries, under Visconti and 
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^f Lefutl, including the remodelling of the pavilions tie Flore 1 


H and de Marsan. The new portions constitute the most not- 1 


H • able example of modern French architecture, and the man- 1 


H ner in which the two pal- 1 


I 


aces were united deserves 


1 


■p ^■^■urif S high praise. In spite of cer- 
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VI jP^M^t^ B Cain detects, this work is 
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■^^ ^SiB marked bya combination of 
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Hr*^^^^^^*jH dignity, richness, and refine- 


r 


^BI^^^H^^^^HhL are rarely 






^^^^^^^^H are The 




^^^^^^^^^^^ Hew Opera by 




^^^^^^^^^^^^^H Ganiiervi. 




^^^^^^^^^^^^^H to the Louvre 




^H^^^^l^^^l^^^^l as a 




|fV-^*l ^v^^M^^^I It is by far the most sump- 




11 i'1^^1 tuous building for amuse- 




^~^ -^^J ment in existence, but in 




Wf '^."^ purity of detail and in the 




^B balance and restraint of it.s 




^^^fcl ' y 1 " •"m" 1 1 design it is inferior to the 




^^^^H^^|^|H^HHH 




^^^^H^^^^^^^H (Fig. To reign 


f.G- jcq.-PAviLioN Of KicHEUBv uoLVKE beloog the Palais de I'ln- 


dustrie, by Vitl, built for 


the exhibition of 1855, and several great railway stations 


{Gare du Nord, by Hitorff. Gare de I'Est, Gare d'Orl^ans, 


etc.), in which the modern French version of the Renais- 


sance was applied with considerable skill to buildings largely 


constructed of iron and glass. Town halls and theatres 


were erected in great numbers, and in decorative works 


like fountains and monuments the French were particularly 


successful. The fountains of Bt. Michel, Cuvier, and Mo- 


li^re, at Paris, and of Longohampi, at Marseilles (Fig. zii). 
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illustrate the fertility of resource and elegance of detailed 
treatment of the French in this department. Mention should 
also here be made of the extensive enterprises carried out 
by Napoleon III., in rectifying and embellishing the street- 
plan of Paris by new avenues and squares on a vast scale, 
adding greatly to the monumental splendor of the city. 



THE BEFUBLIC. Sine 
important structures 
have been erected, 
and French architect- 
ure has shown a re- 
markable vitality and 
flexibility under new 
conditions. Its pro- 
ductions have in gen- 
eral been marked by 
a refined taste and a 
conspicuous absence 
of eccentricity and ex- 
cess ; but it has for 
the most part trodden 
in well - worn paths. 
The most notable re- 
cent monuments are, 
in church architect- 
ure, the Sacr^-Coeiir, 
at Montmartre, by 
Abaiik, a votive 
church inspired from 
the Franco-Byzantine 
style of Aquitania ; in 
civil architecture the 
new Hdtel de Ville, at 
ing the original 
in reality an original 



the di 



if 1S70 a 



nibe 



of 




Paris, by Ballu and Dipgrthfs, recall- 
destroyed by the Commune, but 
ion of great merit ; in scholastic 
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architecture the new ficole de M^decine, and the new 8or- 
bonne, by N^not, and in other branches of the art the metal- 
and-glass exhibition buildings of \V>^il, 1889, and 1900. 
In the last of these the striving for originality and the 
effort to discard traditional forms reached the extreme, 
although accompanied by much very clever detail and a 
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masterly use of col or- decoration. To these should be added 
many noteworthy theatres, town-halls, court-houses, and 
prefectures in provincial cities, and commemorative col- 
umns and monuments almost without number. In street 
architecture there is now much more variety and orig- 
inality than formerly, especially in private houses, and 
the reaction against the orders and against traditional 
methods of design has of late been growing stronger. 
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The chief excellence of modern French architecture lies 
in its rational planning, monumental spirit, and refinement 
nf detail (Fig. 21:;). 

DBBJUHT AND AU8TBIA. Cerman architecture has been 
more affected during the past fifty years by the archieolog- 
ical spirit than has the French. A prunounced medisevai 
revival partly accompanied, partly followed the Greek re- 
vival in Germany, and produced a number of churches and 
a few secular buildings in the basilican, Romanesque, and 
Gothic styles. These are less intcrestini 
Greek style, because 
medireval forms are 
even more foreign to 
modern needs than 
the classic, being 
compatible only with 
systemsof design and 
construction which 
are no longer prac- 
ticable. At Munich 
the Auekirche, by 
OklmUlUr, in an atten- 
uated Gothic style ; 

the Byzantine I.udwigskirche, and /.ieblami's Basilica follow- 
ing Early Christian models ; the Basilica by Hubsth, at 
Bulach, and the Votive Church at Vienna (1856) by H. 
Von Ferstel (1828-1883) ^^^ notable neo-mediieval monu- 
ments. The last-named church may be classed with Ste. 
Clothilde at Paris (see p. 371), and St. Patrick'.^ Cathedral 
at New Vork, al! three being of approximately the same size 
and general style, recalling St. Ouen at Rouen. They arc 
correct and elaborate, but more or less cold and artificial. 

More successful are many of the German theatres and 
concert halls, in which Renaissance and classic forms have 
been freely used In several of these the attempt has been 
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made to express by the external form the curvilinear plaa of 
the auditorium, as io thi; Dreaden Theatre, by Sfmfer (1841 : 
1^'g- z'3), 'he thealre at CarUruhe, by Hiibsch, and the 
double winter-summer Victoria Theatre, at Berlin, by 7?/s. 
But the practical and Kslhetic difliculties involved in this 




treatment have caused its general abanciontnenl. The 
Opera Home at Vienna, by Si(carilsburg and Van der Nitll 
(1861-69), is rectangular in its masses, and but for a certain 
triviality of detail would rank among the most successful 
buildings of its kind. The new Bui^theater in the same 
city is a more elaborately ornate structure in Renaissance 
style, somewhat (lorid and overdone. 

Modern German architecture is at its best in academic 
and residential buildings. The BaiuchMe, at Berlin, by 
Schinkel, in which brick is used in a rational and dignified 
design without the orders ; the Polytechnic School, at Zfl- 
rich, by Semper ; university buildings, and especially build- 
ings for technical instruction, at Carlsruhe, Stuttgart, 
Strasburg, Vienna, and other cities, show 
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treatment of the exterior and of the general distribution, 
combined with a careful study of practical requirements. 
In administrative buildings the Germans have hardly been 
as successful ; and (he new Fuliament Hoiue, at Berlin, by 
IVallot, in spite of its splendor and costliness, is heavy and 
unsatisfactory in detail. The larger cities, especially Ber- 
lin, contain many excellent examples of house architecture, 
mostly in the Renaissance style, sufficiently monumental in 
design, though usually, like most German work, inclined to 
heaviness of detail. The too free use of stucco in imita- 
tion of stone is also open to criticism. 



-V 




TIENNA. During the last thirty years Vienna has under- 
gone a transformation which has made it the rival of Paris 
as a stately capital. The remodelling of the central portion, 
the creation of a series of magnificent boulevards and 
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siltum, and ibc grouptDg of the chief state and iniinicipal 
builtiingK about tb<:»e upon a OMMiDiDeiital scfieme of ar- 
Tsngcmcnt, have giren the chj an unasual aspect uf splen- 
dor. Among the most iroportant moaiimeiits in this group 
are the PuAuanit Howe^ by Hansen (see p. 360), and the 
TowaEall, by SehmiJi. This latter is a Neo-Gothic edifice 
of great size and pretentiousness, bat strangely thin and 
tneagre in detail, and quite out of harmony with its sur- 
roundings. The university and museums are massire piles 
in Renaissance style ; and it is the Renaissance rather tban 
the classic or Gothic revival which prevails throughout the 
new city. The great blocks of residences and apartments 
(Fig. 314) vhich line its streets are highly ornate in their 
architecture, but for the most pari done in stucco, which 
fails after all to give the aspect of sohdity and durability 
which it seeks to counterfeit. 

The city of Soda-Peith has also in recent years undergone 
a phenomenal transformation of a similar nature to that 
effected in Vienna, but it possesses fewer monuments of con- 
spicuous architectural interest. The Synagogiie is the most 
noted of these, a rich and pleasing edifice of brick in a 
tnodilied Hi spa no- Moresque style. 

OBEAT BEIIAm. During the closing years of the Anglo- 
Greek styk' a coterie of enthusiastic students of British 
mtdiffival monuments — arch^ologists rather than architects 
— initiated a movement for the revival of the national 
Gothic architecture. The first fruits of this movement, led 
by Pugin, Brandon, Rickman, and others (about 1830-40), 
were seen in countless pseudo-Gothic structures in which 
the pointed arches, buttresses, and clustered shafts of med- 
ireval architecture were imitated or parotlied according to 
the designer's ability, with frequent misapprehension of their 
proper use or significance. This uninteHigent misapplica- 
tion of Gothic forms was, however, confined to the earlier 
stages of the movement. With increasing light and expe- 
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rience came a more correct and consistent use of the mcil- 
iseval styles, dominated by the same spirit of arclia;ological 
correctness which had produced the chssidsmo of the 1-ale 
Renaissance in Italy. This spirit, Btimulated by extensive 
enterprises in the restoration of the great medisval monu- 
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ments of the United Kingdom, was fatal to any free and 
original development of the style along new lines. But it 
rescued church architecture from the utter meanness and 
debasement into which it had fallen, and established a 
standard of taste which reacted on all other branches of 
design. 

THE VICTOaiAH GOTHIC. Between 1850 and 1870 the striv- 
ing after archiuological correctness gave place to the more 
rational effort to adapt Gothic principles to modern re- 
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1 MULessful monument of 
the Victorian Gothic style. 
It suffers, however, from 
the want of proper rela- 
tion of scale between its 
decorative elements and 

1 the vast proportions of 
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all conspicuous illustrations of the same truth. They are 
CDuscientious, carefully studied designs in good taste, and 
yet wholly unsuited in style to their purpose. They are 
tike labored and schol- 
arly verse in a foreign 
tongue, correct in 
form and language, 
but lacking the nat- 
uralness and charm of 
true and unfettered 
inspiration. A later 
essay of the same sort 
in a slightly different 
field is the Natural 
History Haaeam at 
South Kensington, by 
IValerhousr ^1879), an 
imposing building in 
a modified Roman- 
esque style (Fig. 217). 
OTHER W0BK8. The 
Victorian Gothic style 
responded to no deep 
and genera! movement 
of the popular taste, 
and, like the Anglo- 
Greek style, was 
doomed to failure from 
the inherent incon- 
gruity between modern needs and medieval forms. Within 
the last twenty years there has been a quite general return 
to Renaissance principles, and the result is seen in a large 
number of town-halls, exchanges, museums, and colleges, 
in which Renaissance forms, with and without the orders, 
have been treated with increasing freedom and skilful 
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adaptation to the materials and special requirements of each 
case. The Albert Memorial Hall (1863, by General Scott) 
may be taken as an early instance of this movement, and the 
Imperial Institnta (Colonial offices), by Coitcutl, and Oxford 
Town Hall, by Aston Webb, as among its latest manifesta- 
tions. In domestic architecture the so-called Queen Anne 
style has been much in vogue, as practised by Norman Shaw, 
Ernest George, and others. It is really a modern style, origi- 
naiingiii the imitation of the modified Palladian style as used 
in the brick architecture of Queen Anne's time, but freely and 
often artistically altered to meet modern tastes and needs. 

In its emancipation from the mistaken principles of ar- 
chreological revivals, and in its evidences of improved tasle 
and awakened originality, contemporary British architect- 
ure shows promise of good things to come. It is still in- 
ferior to the French in the monumental quality, in techni- 
cal resource and refinement of decorative detail. 

ELSEWEEKE UT EDIlOFE, In other European countries 
recent architecture shows in general increasing freedom 
and improved good taste, but both its opportunities and its 
performance have been nowhere else as conspicuous as in 
France, Germany, and England. The costly Bourse and the 
vast but overloaded Palais de Justice at Brussels, hy Po- 
laert, are neither of them conspicuous for refined and cul- 
tivated tasle. A few buildings of note in Switzerland, 
Russia, and Greece might find mention in a more extended 
review of architecture, but cannot here even be enumer- 
ated. In Italy, especially at Rome, Milan, Naples, and 
Turin, there has been a great activity in building since 
1870, but with the exception of the Monument to Victor 
Emmfttmel and the National Museum at Rome, monumen- 
tal arcades and passages at Milan and Naples, and Campi 
Santi or monumental cemeteries at Itologna, Genoa, and 
one or two other places, there has been almost nothing of 
real importance built in Italy of tate years 
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ARCHITECTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Books Recommended ; As before, Fergusson, Stalham. 
Also, Chandler, The Colonial Architecture of Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, and Virginia. Cleavelaod and Campbell, American 
Landmarks. Corner and Soderholz, Colonial Architecture in 
Neiv England. Crane and Soderholz, ^Tdw/Zfi of Colonial 
Architecture in Charleston and Savannah. Drake, Historic 
Fields and Matisions of Middlesex. Everett, Historic Churches 
of America. King, Handbook of Boston ; Handbook of New 
York. Little, Early Ne%v England Interiors. Schuyler, 
American Architecture. Van Rensselaer, H. H. Richardson 
and His Works. Wallis, Old Colonial Architecture and Furni- 
ture. 

OEFESAL BEHABSB. The colonial architecture of modern 
times presents a peculiar phenomenon. The colonizing 
nation, carrying into its new habitat the tastes and practices 
of a long-established civilization, modifies these only with 
the utmost reluctance, under the absolute compulsion of 
new conditions. When the new home is virgin soil, desti- 
tute of cultivation, government, or civilized inhabitants, 
the accompaniments and activities of civilization intro- 
duced by the colonists manifest themselves at first in curi- 
ous contrast to the primitive surroundings. The struggle 
between organized life and chaos, the laborious subjugation 
of nature to the requirements of iiur complex modern life, 
for a considerable period absorb the energies of the colo- 
nists. The amenities of culture, the higher intellectual life, 
the refinements of art can, during this period, receive little 
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attention. Meanwhile a new national character is being 
formed ; ihe people are undergoing the moral training upon 
which their subsequent achievements must depend. With 
the conquest of brute nature, however, and the gradual 
emergence of a more cultivated class, with the growth of 
commerce and wealth and the consequent increase of leis 
ure. the humanities find more place in the colonial life. 
The fine arts appear in scattered centres determined by 
peculiarly favorable conditions. For a long lime they re- 
tain the impress, and seek to reproduce the forms, of the 
art of the mother country. But new conditions impose 
a new development. Maturing commerce with other lands 
brings in foreign influences, 10 which the still unformed co- 
lonial art is peculiarly susceptible. Only with political and 
commercial independence, fully developed internal re- 
sources, and a high national culture do the arts finally 
attain, as it were, their majority, and enter upon a truly 
national growth. 

These facts are abundantly illustrated by the architect- 
ural history of the United Slates. The only one among 
the British colonies to attain political independence, it is 
the only one among them whose architecture has as yet en- 
tered upon an independent course of development, and this 
only within the last twenty-five or thirty years. Nor has 
even this development produced as yet a distinctive local 
style. It has, however, originated new constructive meth- 
ods, new types of buildings, and a distinctively American 
treatment of the composition and the masses ; the decora- 
tive details being still, for the most part, derived from his- 
toric precedents. The architecture of the other British 
colonies has retained its provincial character, though pro- 
ducing from time to time individual works of merit. In 
South America and Mexico the only buildings of impor- 
tance are Spanish, French, or German in style, according to 
the nationality of the architects employed. The following 
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sketch of American architecture refers, therefore, exclu- 
sively to its deveiupment in the United States. 

FOBHATITE FEBIOD. Buildings in stone were not under- 
taken by the eariy English colonists. The more important 
structures in the Southern and Dutch colonies were of brick . 
imported from Europe. Wood was, however, the material 
most commonly employed, especially in New England, and ^ 
its use determined in large measure the form and style of 
the colonial architecture. There was little or no striving 
for architectural elegance until well into the eighteenth cen- 
tury, when Wren's influence asserted itself in a modest way 
in the Middle and Southern colonies. The very simple 
and unpretentious town-hall at Williamsburg, Va., and St. 
Michael's, Charleston, are attributed to him; but the most 
that can be said for these, as for the brick churches and 
manors of Virginia previous to 1725, is that they are sim- 
ple in design and pleasing in proportion, without special 
architectural elegance. The same is true of the wooden 
houses and churches of New England of the period, except . 
that they are even simpler in design. 

From 1725 to 1775 increased population and wealth along 
the coast brought about a great advance in architecture, es- 
pecially in churches and in the dwellings of the wealthy. 
During this period was developed the Colonial style, based on 
that of the reigns of Anne and the first two (jeorges in Eng- 
land, and in church architecture on the models set by Wren 
and Gibbs. Al! the details were, however, freely modified 
by the general employment of wood. The scarcity of archi- - 
tects trained in Old World traditions contributed to this 
departure from classic precision of form. The style, es- 
pecially in interior design, reflected the cultured taste of the ■ 
colonial aristocracy in its refined treatment of the wood- 
work. But there was little or no architecture of a truly 
monumental character. Edifices of stone were singularly 
few, and administrative buildings were small and modest, "* 
»5 
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owing to insufficient grants from the Crown, as well as to 
the poverty of the colonies. 

The churches of this period include a number of interest- 
ing designs, especially pleasing in the forms of their steeples. 
The "OldSontli" at Boston (now a museum), Trinity at 
Newport, and St. Panl'a at New York — one of [he few built 
of stone (1764) — are 
good examples of the 
style. ChriBt Church ai 
Philadelphia ( 1 727-35, 
by Ur. Kearsley) is an- 
other example, histori- 
cally as well as archi- 
tecturally interesting 
(Fig. 218) ; and there arc 
scores of other churches 
almost equally note- 
worthy, scattered 
through New England, 
Maryland, Virginia, and 
tin- MiddiL- States. 

DWELLIK08. These 
relltfct better than the 
churches the varying 
tastes of the different 
colonies. Maryland and Virginia abound in fine brick 
manor-houses, set amid extensive grounds walled in and 
entered through iron gales of artistic design. The interior 
finish of these houses was often elaborate in conception 
and admirably executed. Westover (1737), Carter's Grove 
(1737) in Virginia, and the Harwood and Hammond Houses 
at Annapolis, Mil. (1770), are examples. The majority 
"f the New England houses were of wood, more compact 
/ in plan, more varied and picturesque in design than those 
of the South, but wanting somewhat of their stateDit) 
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The interior finish of wainscot, cornices, stairs, and mantel- 
pieces sliows, however, the same general style, in a skilful 
and artistic adaptation of classic forms to the slender pro- 
portions of wood construction. Externally the orders 
appear in porches and in colossal pilasters, with well 
designed entablatures, and windows of Italian model. The 




iafiuence of the Adams and Sheraton furniture is doubt- 
less to be seen in these quaint and often charming ver- 
sions of classic motives. The Hancock House. Boston 
(of stone, demolished) ; the Sherburne House, Portsmouth 
(1730); Craigie House, Cambridge (1757, Fig. aig) ; and 
Rumford House, North Woburn (Mass.), are typical ex- 
amples. 

In the Middle Slates architectural activity was chiefly 
centred in Philadelphia and New York, and one or two 
other towns, where a number of manor-houses, still ex- 
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tant, attest the wealth and taste of the lime. It is notice- 
able that the veranda or piazza was confined to the South- 
ern States, but that the climate seems lo have had little 
influence on the forms of roofs. These were gambrelled, 
hipped, gabled, or fiat, alike in the North and South, accord- 
ing to individual taste. 

PUBLIC BiriLSiiiQB. Of public and monumental archi- 
tecture this period has littie to show. Large cities did not 
exist; New York, Boston, and Philadelphia were hardly 
more than overgrown villages. The public buildings — 
court-houses and town-halls — were modest and inexpensive 
structures. The Old State House and Faneuil Hall at 
Boston, the Town Hall at Newport (R. I.), and Indepen- 
dence Hall at Philadelphia, the best known of those now 
extant, are not striking architecturally. Monumental design 
was beyond the opportunities and means of the colonies. 
It was in their churches, all of moderate size, and in their 
dwellings that the colonial builders achieved their greatest 
successes ; and these works are quaint, charming, and re- 
fined, rather than impressive or imposing. 

To the latter part of the colonial period belong a number 
of interesting buildings which remain as monuments of 
Spanish rule in California, Florida, and the Southwest The 
old Fort S. Marco, now Fort Marion (1656-1756), and the 
Catholic cathedral {1793 ; after the fire of 1887 rebuilt in 
its original form with the original fagade uninjured), both 
at St. .\ugustine, Fla. ; the picturesque buildings of the 
California missions (mainly 1769-1800), the majority of 
them now in ruins ; scattered Spanish churches in Cali- 
fornia, Arizona, and New Mexico, and a few unimportant 
secular buildings, display among their modern and Ameri- 
can settings a picturesque and interesting Spanish aspect 
and character, though from the point of view of architect- 
ural detail they represent merely a crude phase of theChur- 
rigueresque style. 
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lEABLT SEPUBLICAS FESIOB. Between the Revolution and 
the War of 1812, under the new conditions of independence 
and self-government, architecture took on a more monu- 
mental character. Buildings for the State and National ad- 
ministrations were erected with the rapidly increasing re- 
sources of the country. Stone was more generally used ; 
colonnades, domes, and cupolas or bell-towers, were adopted 



as indispensable features of civic architecture. In church- 
building the Wren-Gibbs type continued to prevail, but with 
greater correctness of classic forms. The gambrel roof 
tended to disappear from the houses of this period, and 
there was some decline in the refinement and delicacy of 
the detailsof architecture. The influence of the Louis XVI. 
style is traceable in many cases, as in the New York City 
Hall (1803-13, by AlcComb and Mangin), one of the very, 
best designs of the lime, and in the delicate stucco-work 
and interior finish of many houses. The original Capitol 
at Washington — the central portion of the present edifice — 
by T/ioniloH, HaHvf, anil B. //. Latrolie [y-}<)^-iSiyi ; Fig.azo), 
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the State House at Boston (1795, by Bulpuli), and the Uni- 
versity of Virginia, at Cliarlolteville, hy 2'liomas yeffcrsan 
(iHij ; recently destroyed in part by fire), art; the most in- 
teresting examplus of the classic tendencies of this period. 
Their freedom from the rococo vulgarities generally prev- 
alent at the time in Kurope is noticeable. 

THE CLASSIC BEVITAl. The influence of the classic re- 
vivals of Euro])e began 10 appear before the close of this 
period, and reached 
its culmination about 
1830-40. It left its 
impress most strong- 
ly on our Federal 
architecture, al- 
though it invaded 
domestic architect- 
ure, producingcount- 
less imitations, in 
brick and wooden 
houses, of Grecian 
colonnades and por- 
ticos. One of its 
first-fruits was the 
White House, or Ex- 
ecutive Mansion, at 
Washington, lay Jfu- 

""""' ' ^'"' (1792). recalling 

the large English country houses of the time. The Treasury 
and Patent Office buildings at Washington, the Philadelphia 
Mint, the Sub-treasury and Custom House at New York 
(the latter erected originally for a bank ; Fig. 221), and the 
BostoiL Custom House are among the important Federal 
buildings of this period. Several State capitols were also 
erected under the same influence ; and the Marine Exchange 
and Girard College at Philadelphia should also be- men- 
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tioned as conspicuous examples of the pseudo-Greek style. 
The last-named building is a Corinthian dormitory, its tiers 
of small windows contrasting strangely with its white marble 
columns. These classic buildings were solidly and carefully 
constructed, but lacked the grace, cheerfulness, and appro- 
priateness of earlier buildings. The Capitol at Washington 
was during this period greatly enlarged by terminal wings 
with fine Corinthian porticos, of Roman rather than Greek 
design. The Dome, by Wallers, was not added until 1858- 
73 ; it is a successful and harmonious composition, nobly 
completing the building. Unfortunately, it is an after- 
thought, built of iron painted to simulate marble, the sub- 
structurobeing inadequate to support a dome of masonry. 
The Italian or Roman style which it exemplified, in time 
superseded the less tractable Creek style. 

JHE WAS FEKIOD. The period from 1850 to 1876 was 
one of intense political activity and rapid industrial prog- 
ress. The former culminated in the terrible upheaval of 
the civil war; the latter in the completion of the Pacific 
Railroad (1869) and a remarkable development of the min- 
ing resources and manufactures of the country. It was a 
period of feverish commercial activity, but of artistic stag- 
nation, and witnessed the erection of but few buildings of 
architectural importance. A number of State capitols, city 
halls and churches, of considerable size and cost but of in- 
ferior design, attest the decline of public taste and archi- 
tectural skill during these years. The huge Municipal 
Building at Philadelphia and the still unfinished Capitol at 
Albany are full of errors of planning and detail which 
twenty-five years of elaboration have failed to correct. 
Next to the dome of the Capitol at Washington, completed 
during this period, of which it is the most signal architect- 
ural achievement, its most notable monument was the 
Bt. Patrick's Cathedral at New York, by Jtemi-ifk ; a Gothic 
church which, if sumewhut cold and nieclianicul in detail, is 
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a stately and well-considered design. Its west fmiit and 
spires (completed 1886) are particularly successful. Trinity 
Church (1843, by Upjohii) and Grace Church (1840, by Rt:n- 
wick), though of earlier date, should be classed with this 
cathedral as worthy examples of modern Gothic design. 
Indeed, the churches designed in this style by a few thor- 
oughly trained architects during this period are the most 
creditable and worthy among its lesser productions. In 
general an undiscriminating eclecticism of style prevailed, 
unregulated by sober taste or technical training. The Fed- 
eral buildings by MulUlt were monuments of perverted de- 

71 in a heavy and inartistic rendering of French Renais- 
sance motives. The New York Post Office and the State, 
Army and Navy Department building at Washington are 
examples of this style. 

THE ABTIBTIC AWAZEHUIO. Between 1S70 and iSSo a 
remarkable series of events exercised a powerful influence 
on the artistic life of the United States. Two terrible con- 
flagrations in Chicago (1871) and Boston (1872) gave unex- 
ampled opportunities for architectural improvement and 
greatly stimulated the public interest in the art. The fev- 
erish and abnormal industrial activity which followed the 
war and the rapid growth of the parvenu spirit were 
checked by the disastrous " panic " of 1873. With the com- 
pletion of the Pacific railways and the settlement of new 
communities in the West, industrial prosperity, when It re- 
turned, was established on a firmer basis. An extraordinary 
expansion of travel to Europe began to disseminate the seeds 
of artistic culture throughout the cBuntry, The successful 
establishment of schools of architecture in Boston (t 866) and 
other cities, and the opening or enlargement of art museums 
in New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Detroit, Mil- 
waukee, and elsewhere, stimulated the artistic awakening 
which now manifested itself. In architecture the personal 
influence of two men, trained in the Paris ficole des Ueauv- 



\ 



ARCHITECTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 393 

Arts, was especially felt — of J^, M. Hunt {1827-gg) through 
his words and deeds quite as much as through his works; 
and of H. H. Riihardson (1828-86) preiiominanlly through 
his works. These two men, with others of less fame but of 
high ideals and thorough culture, did much to elevate archi- 
tecture as an art in the public esteem. To all these influ- 
ences new force was added by the Centennial Exhibition at 
Philadelphia (1876). Here for the first time the American 
people were brought into contact, in their own land, with 
the products of European and Oriental art. It was to them 
an artistic revelation, whose results were prompt and far- 
reaching. Beginning first in the domain of industrial and 
decorative art, its stimulating influence rapidly extended 
to painting and architecture, and with permanent conse- 
quences, American students began to throng the centres 
of Old World art, while the setting of higher standards of 
artistic excellence at home, and the development of impor- 
tant art-industries, were other fruits of this artistic awaken- 
ing. The recent Columbian Exhibition at Chicago (1893), 
its latest and most important manifestation, has added a 
new impulse to tiic movement, especially in architecture, 

BITLE in SECEST ABCHITECTURE. The rapid increase in 
the number of American architects trained in Paris or 
under the indirect influence of the 6cole des Beaux-Arts 
has been an important factor in recent architectural prog- 
ress. Yet it has by no means imposed the French academic 
formulae upon American architecture. The conditions, ma- 
terials, and constructive processes here prevailing, and 
above all the eclecticism of the public taste, have prevented 
this. The French influence is perceived rather in a grow- 
ing appreciation of monumental design in the planning, 
composition, and setting of buildings, than in any direct 
imitation of French models. The Gothic revival which pre- 
vailed more or less widely from 1840 to iSyg, as already 
noticed, and of which tiie State Capitol at Hartford 
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(Conn.; 1875-78), and the Fine Arts Haseum at Boston. 
were among the last important products, was generally con- 
fined to church architecture, for which Gothic forms aro 
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tect. For the most part the works of the last twenty years 
show a more or less judicious eclecticism, the choice of 
style being determined partly by the person and training 
of the designer, partly by the nature of the building. The 
powerfully conceived works of Richardson, in a free version 
of the French Romanesque, for a time exercised a wide in- 
fluence, especially among the younger architects. Trinity 
Clmrcli, Boston (Fig. aaz), his earliest important work ; 
many public libraries and business buildings, and finally 
the impressive County Buildings at Pittsburgh (Pa.), all 



ARCHITECTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 



395 



treated in this style, are admirable rather for the strong in- 
dividuality 'of their designer, displayed in their vigorous 
com posit ion, than on account of the historic style he em- 
ployed (Fig. 223). Yet it appeared in his hands so Dexible 
and effective that it was widely imitated. But if easy to 
use, it is most difficult to use well ; its forms are too mas- 
sive for ordinary purposes, and in the hands of inferior de- 
signers it was so often travestied that it has now lost its 
wide popularity. While a number of able architects have 
continued to use it effectively in ecclesiastical, civic, and 
even commercial architecture, it is being generally super- 
seded by various forms of the Renaissance. Here also a 
wide eclecticism prevails, the works of the same architect ■ 
often varying from the 
gayest Francis 1. designs 
in domestic architecture, 
or free adaptations of 



Quattrocento details for theatres and street architecture, 
to the most formal classicism in colossal exhibition-build- 
ings, museums, libraries, and the like. Meanwhile there are 
many more or less successful ventures in other historic 
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styles applied to public and private edifices. Underlying 
this apparent confusion, almost anarcby in the use of his- 
toric styles, the careful observer may delect certain tenden- 
cies crystallizing into definite form. New materials and 
methods of construction, increased attention to detail, a 
growing sense of monumental requirements, even the de- 
velopment of the elevator as a substitute for the grand 
staircase, are leaving their mark on the planning, the pro- 
portions, and the artistic composition of American build- 
ings, irrespective of the styles used. The art is with us in 
a state of transition, and open to criticism in many respects ; 
but it appears to be full of life and promise for the future. 

COHKEECIAL BUILDINOS. This class of edifices has in our 
great cities developed wholly new types, which have taken 
shape under four imperative influ- 
ences. These are the demand for 
fire-proof construction, the demand 
for well-lighted offices, the introduc- 
tion of elevators, and the concen- 
tration of business into limited area^ 
within which land has become inor- 
dinately costly. These causes have 
led to the erection of buildings of 
excessive height (Fig. 224) ; the 
more recent among them construct- 
ed with a framework of iron orsleel 
columns and lieams, the visible walls 
being a mere filling-in. To render 
a building of twenty stories attrac- 

' "' BEw VDiiK." " live to the eye, especially when built 

on an irregular site, is a difficult 
problem, of which a wholly satisfactory solution has yet to 
be found. There have been, however, some notable acllieve- 
nients in this line, in most of which the principle has been 
clearly recognized that a lofty building should have a well- 
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marked basement or pedestal and a somewhat ornate crown- 
ing portion or capital, the intervening stories serving as a 
die or shaft and being treated with comparative simplicity. 
The difficulties of scale and of handling one hundred and 
fifty to three hundred windows of uniform style have been 
surmounted with conspicuous skill (American Surety Build- 
ing and Broadway Chambers, New York ; Ames Building, 
Boston ; Carnegie Building, Pittsburgh ; Union Trust, St. 
Louis). In some cases, especially in Ciiicago and the Middle 
West, the metallic framework is suggested by slender piers 
between the windows, rising uninterrupted from the base- 
ment to the top story. In others, especially in New York 
and the East, the walls are treated as in ordinary masonry 
buildings. The Chicago school is marked by a more utili- 
tarian and unconventional treatment, with results which are 
often extremely bold and effective, but rarely as pleasing to 
the eye as those attained by the more conservative Eastern 
school. In the details of American office-buildings every 
variety of style is to be met with ; but the Romanesque and 
the Renaissance, freely modified, predominate. The ten- 
dency towards two or three well-marked types in the external 
composition of these buildings, as above suggested, promises, 
however, the evolution of a style in which the historic origin 
of the details will be a secondary matter. Certain Chicago 
architects have developed an original treatment of archi- 
tectural forms by exaggerating some of the structural lines, 
by suppressing the mouldings and more familiar historic forms, 
and by the free use of flat surface ornament. The Schiller, 
Auditorium, and Fisher Buildings, ali at Chicago, Guaranty 
Building, Buffalo, and Majestic Building, Detroit, are ex- 
amples of this persona! style, which illustrates the untram- 
mtflled freedom of the art in a land without traditions.* 

DOMESTIC ABCHITECTUEE. It is in tins field that the most 

characteristic and original phases of American architecture 

* See Appendix. D and E. 
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are to be met with, particularly in rural and suburban resi- 
dences. In these the peculiar requirements of our varying 
climates and of American domestic life have been studied 
and in large measure met with great frankness and artistic 
appreciation. The broad staircase- ha 11, serving often as a 
sort of family sitting-room, the piazza, and a picturesque 




massing of steep roofs, have been the controlling factors in 
the evolution of two or three general types which appear 
in infinite variations. The material most used is wood, but 
this has had less influence in the determination of form 
than might have been expected. The arilessne.',s of the 
planning, which is arran^jed to afford the maximum of con- 
venience rather than to conform to any iradjliimal type, 
has been the element of greatest artrsiic success. It has 
resulted in exteriors which are the natural outgrowth of 
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the interior arrangements, frankly expressed, without affec- 
tation of style (Fig, 225). The resulting picturesqueness 
has, however, in many cases been treated as an end instead 
of an incidental result, and the affectation of picturesque- 
ness has in such designs become as delrimenta! as any 
affectation of style. In the internal treatment of American 
houses there has also been a notable artistic advance, har- 
mony of color and domestic comfort and luxury being 
sought after rather than monumental effects. A number of 
large city and country houses designed on a palatial scale 
have, however, given opportunity for a more elaborate 
architecture ; notably the Vauclerbilt, Viilard, and Hunting- 
ton residences at New York, the great country-seat of 
Biltmore, near Asheville {N. C-), in the Francis I. style {by 
R. M. Hunt), and many others. 

OTHEB BUILDUes. American architects have generally 
been less successful in public, administrative, and ecclesias- 
tical architecture than in commercial and domestic work. 
The preference for small parish churches, treated as audi- 
ence-rooms rather than as places of worship, has interfered 
with the development of noble types of church-buildings. 
Yi;t there are signs of improvement ; and the new Cathe- 
dral of St. John the Smne at New York, in a modified 
Romanesque style, promises to be a worthy and monu- 
mental building. In semi -public architecture, such as 
hotels, theatres, clubs, and libraries, there are many notable 
e.\amples of successful design. The Ponce de Leon Hotel 
at St. Augustine, a sumptuous and imposing pile in a free 
version of the Spanish Plateresco ; the Auditorium Theatre 
at Chicago, the Madison Square Garden and the Casino at 
New York, may be cited as excellent in general conception 
and well carried out in detail, externally and internally. 
The Century and Metropolitan Clubs at New York, the 
Boston Public Library, the Carnegie Library at Pittsburgh, 
the Concessional Library at Washington, and the recently 
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completed Minnesota State Capitol at Minneapolis, exeoi- 
plify in varying degrees of excellence the increasing ca- 
pacity of American architects for monumental design. This 
was further shown in the buildings of the Colnmblan Ezpom- 
tion at Chicago in 1893. These, in spite of many faults of de- 
tail, constituted an aggregate of architectural splendor such 
as had never before been seen or been possible on this side 
the Atlantic. They further brought architecture into closer 
union with the allied arts and formed an object lesson in 
the value of appropriate landscape gardening as a setliag to 
monumental structures. 

It should be said, in conclusion, that with the advances 
of recent years in artistic design in the United States there 
has been at least as great improvement in scientific con- 
struction. The sham and flimsiness of the Civil War perioc 
are passing away, and solid and durable building is becom' 
ing more general throughout the country, but especially ir 
the Northeast and in some of the great Western cities, not- 
ably in Chicago. In this onward movement the Federal 
buildings — post-offices, custom-houses, and other govern' 
menial edifices — have not, till lately, taken high rank. Al 
though solidly and carefully constructed, those built during 
the period 1875-1895 were generally inferior to the best 
work produced by private enterprise, or by State 
municipal governments. This was in large part due to 
enactments devolving upon the supervising architect 
Washington the planning of all Federal buildings, as well 
a burden of supervisory and clerical duties incompatible 
with the highest artistic results. Since 1898, however, 
more enlightened policy has prevailed, and a number 
notable designs for Federal buildings have been secured by 
carefully -con ducted competitions. 



CHAPTER XXVIII. 
ORIENTAL ARCHITECTURE. 

INDIA, CHINA, AND JAPAN. 

Books Recommended : Cole, Monographs of Ancient 
Monuments of India. Conder, Notes on Japanese Architecture 
(in Transaijtions of R, I. B. A., for 1886). Cunningham, 
Archaotogical Survey of India. Fergusson, Indian and East- 
ern Architecture ; Picturesque Illustrations of Ifidian Archi- 
tecture. Le Bon, Les Monuments ile I'lnde. Morse, Japanese 
Ileuses. Stirling, Asiatic Researches. Consult also the your- 
nal and the Transactions of the Royal Asiatic Society. 



IHTBODIICTOBT JTOTB. The architecture of the non-Mos- 
lem countries and races of Asia has been reserved for this 
closing chapter, in order not to interrupt the continuity of 
the history of European styles, with which it has no affinity 
and scarcely even a point of contact. Among them all, India 
alone has produced monuments of great architectural im- 
portance. The buildings of China and Japan, although 
teresling for their style, methods, and detail, and so 1 
serving at least of brief mention, are for the most part 
moderate size and of perishable materials. Outside 
these three countries there is little to interest the general 
student of architecture. 

rraiA: PERIODS. It is difficult to classify the non-Mo- 
hammedan styles of India, owing to their frequently over- 
lapping, both geographically and artistically ; while the lack 
of precise dates in Indian literature makes the chronology 
of many of the monuments more or less doubtful. The 
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divisions given below are a modification of those first 
established by Fergusson, and are primarily based on the 
three great religions, with geographical subdivisions, as 
follows ; 

THE BUDDHIST STYLE, from the reign of Asoka, cit. 350 
ac, to the 7th century a.d. Its monuments occupy 
mainly a broad band running northeast and southwest, be- 
tween the Indian Desert and the Dekkan. Offshoots of the 
style are found as far north as Gandhara, and as far south 
as Ceylon. 

THE jAiNA STVLE, akin to the preceding if not derived 
from it, covering the same territory as well as southern 
India ; from 1000 a.d, to the present time. 

THE BRAHMAN Or HINDU STYLES, extending over the whole 
peninsula. They are sub-divided geographically into the 
NORTHERN BRAHMAN, the CHALUKYAN in the Dekkan, and 
the DRAViDiAN in the south ; this last style being cotermi- 
nous with the populations speaking the Tamil and cognate 
languages. The monuments of these styles are mainly sub- 
sequent to the loth century, though a few date as far back 
as the 7th. 

The great majority of Indian monuments are religious — 
temples, shrines, and monasteries. Secular buildings do not 
appear until after the Moslem conquests, and most of them 
are quite modern. 

QEHEBAL CEASACTEB. All these Styles possess certain 
traits in common. While stone and brick are both used, 
sandstone predominating, the details are in large measure 
derived from wooden prototypes. Structural lines are not 
followed in the exterior treatment, purely decorative con- 
siderations prevailing. Ornament is equally lavished on all 
parts of the building, and is bewildering in its amount and 
complexity. Realistic and grotesque sculpture is freely 
used, forming multiplied horizontal bands of extraordinary 
richness and minuteness of execution. Spacious and lofty 



ORIENTAL ARCHITECTURE— INDIA. 403 

interiors are rarely attempted, but wonderful effects are pro- 
duced by seemingly endless repetition of columns in halls 
and corridors, and by external emphasis of irapurtant parts 
of the plan by lofty tower-like piles of masonry. 

The source of the various Indian styles, the origin of the 
forms used, the history of their development, are all wrapped 
in obscurity. All the monuments show a fully developed 
style and great command of technical resources from the 
outset. When, where, and how these were attained is as 
yet an unsolved mystery. In ail its phases previous to the 
Moslem conquest Indian architecture appears like an in- 
digenous art, borrowing little from foreign styles, and hav- 
ing no affinities with the arts of Occidental nations, 

BUSDHIBT style. Although Buddhism originated in the 
sixth century B.C., the earliest architectural remains of the 
style date from its wide promulgation in India under Asoka 
(272-236 B.C.). Buddhist monuments comprise three chief 
classes of structures : the stupas or topes, which are mounds 
more or less domical in shape, enclosing relic-shrines of 
Buddha, or built to mark some sacred spot ; chaityas, or 
temple halls, cut in the rock ; and vi/iaras, or monaster- 
ies. The style of the detail varies considerably in these 
three classes, but is in general simpler and more massive 
than in the other styles of India. 

TOPKS. These are found in groups, of which the most 
important are at or near Bhilsa in centra! India, at Manik- 
yala in the northwest, at Amravati in the south, and in 
Ceylon at Ruanwalli and Tuparamaya. The best known 
among them is the Sanchi Tope, near Bhilsa, 120 feet in 
diameter and 56 feet high. It is surrounded by a richly 
carved stone rail or fence, with gateways of elaborate 
workmanship, having three sculptured lintels crossing the 
carved uprights. The lope at Manikyala is larger, and 
dates from the 7th century. It is exceeded in size by many 
in Ceylon, that at Abayagiri measuring 360 feet in 
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diameter. Few- of the topes retain the /«, or model of a 
shrine, which, like a lantern, once crowned each of them. 

Besides the topes there are a few stupas of tower-like 
form, sc[uare in plan, of which the most famous is thai at 
Suddh Oaya, near the sacred Bodhi tree, where Buddha at- 
tained divine light in 588 B.C. 

OH&ITYA HALLS. The Buddhist speos-temples — so far as 
known the only extant halls of worship of that religion, ex- 
cept one at Sanchi — are mostly in the Bombay Presidency, 
at Ellora, Karli, Ajunta, Nassick, and Bhaja. The earliest, 
that at Karli, dates from -jS B.C., the latest (at Ellora), «>. 
600 A.n. They consist uniformly of a broad nave ending 
in an apse, and covered by a roof hke a barrel vault, and 
two narrow side aisles. In the apse is the dagoba or relic- 
shrine, shaped like a miniature lope. The front of the cave 
was originally adorned with an open-work screen or frame 
of wood, while the face of the rock about the opening was 
carved into the semblance of a sumptuous structural facade. 
Among the finest of these caverns is that at Karli, whose 
massive columns and impressive scale recall Egyptian mod- 
els, though the resemblance is superficial and has no historic 
significance. More suggestive is the affinity of many of the 
columns which stand before these caves to Persian proto- 
types (see Fig. zi). It is not improbable that both Persian 
and classic forms were introduced into India through the 
Bactrian kingdom 250 years B.C. Otherwise we must seek 
for the origin of nearly all Buddhist forms in a pre-existing 
wooden architecture, now wholly perished, though its tradi- 
tions may survive in the wooden screens in the fronts of 
the caves. While some of these caverns are extremely 
simple, as at Bhaja, others, especially at Hassick and 
Ajunta, arc of great splendor and complexity. 

VIHAHAB. Kxcept at Gandhara in the Punjab, the 
structural monasteries of the Buddhists were probably all 
of wood and have long ago perished. The Gandhara mon- 
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asteries of Jamalgiri and Takht-i-Uahi present in plan three 
or four courts surrounded by cells. The centre of one court 
is in both cases occupied by a platform foran altar or shrine. 
Among the ruins there have been found a number of ca])i- 
tals whose strong resemblance to the Corinthiari type is 
now generally attributed to Byzantine rather than Dactrian 
influences. These viharas may therefore be assigned to the 
6lh or 7lh century a.d. 

The rock-cut viharas are found in the neighborhood of 
the chaityas already described. Architecturally, they are 
far more elaborate than the chaityas. Those at Salsette, 
Ajunta, and fiagh are particularly interesting, with pillared 
halls or courts, cells, corridors, and shrines. The hall of the 
Great TihaiEi at Bagh is 96 feet square, with 36 columns. 
Adjoining it is the school-room, and the whole is fronted 
by a sumptuous rock-cut colonnade 200 feet long. These 
caves were mostly hewn between the 5th and 7th centuries, 
at which time sculpture was more prevalent in Buddhist 
works than previously, and some of them are richly adorned 
with figures, 

JAIHA BTTLS. The religion and the architecture of the 
Jainas so closely resemble those of the Buddhists, that re- 
cent authorities are disposed to treat the Jaina style as a 
mere variation or continuation of the Buddhist. Chrono- 
logically they are separated by an interval of some three 
centuries, cir. 650-950 a.d., which have left us almost no 
monuments of either style. The Jaina is moreover easily 
distinguished from the Buddhist architecture by the great 
number and elaborateness of its structural monuments. 
The multiplication of statues of Tirthankhar in the cells 
about the temple courts, the exuberance of sculpture, the 
use of domes built in horizontal courses, and the imitation 
in stone of wooden braces or struts are among its distin-' 
guishing features. 

JAIHA TEMFLES. The earliest examples are on Mount Abu 
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in the Indian Desert. Built by Vimalah Sah in n 
chief of these consists of a court measuring 140x90 feet, 
surrounded hy cells and a double colonnade. In the centre 
rises the shrine of the god, containing his statue, and ter- 
minating in a lofty tower or sikhra. An imposing columnar 
porch, cruciform in plan, precedes this cell (Fig. 226), The 




intersection of the arms is covered by a dome supported on 
eight columns with stone brackets or struts. The dome 
and columns are covered with profuse carving and sculpt- 
ured figures, and the total effect is one of remarkable 
dignity and splendor. The temple of Sadri is much more 
extensive, twenty minor domes and one of larger size form- 
ing cruciform porches on all four sides of the centra! sikhra. 
The cells about the court are each covered by a small sikhra, 
and these, with the twenty-one domes (four of which are 
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built in three stories), all grouped about tlie central tower 
and adorned with an astonishing; variety of detail, consti- 
tute a monument of the first importance. It was built 
by Khumbo Rana, about 1450. At 
Girnar are several i2th-centur\ jp^ 

temples with enclosed instead ii 
open vestibules. One of these, that 
of Keminatha, retains intact it& 
court enclosure and cells, which in 
most other cases have perished. The 
temple at Sonmatli resembles it, but 
is larger; the dome of its porch, 33 
feet in diameter, is the largest Jaina 
dome in India. Other notable tem- 
ples are at Gwalior, Rhajuraho, and 
Parasnatha. 

In all the Jaina temples the salient 
feature is thesikhra or vimana. This 
is a lower of approximately square 
plan, tapering by a graceful curve 
toward a peculiar terminal ornament 
shaped like a flattened melon. Its 
whole surface is variegated by hori- 
zontal bands and vertical breaks, 
covered with sculpture and carving. 
Next in importance are the domes, 
built wholly in horizontal courses 
and resting on stone lintels carried 
by bracketed columns. These same 
traits appear in relatively modern 
examples, as at Delhi. ^' "' 

TOWEOB. A similar predilection for minutely broken sur- 
faces marks the towers which sometimes adjoin the temples, 
as at Chittore (tower of Sri AUat, 13th century), or were 
erected as trophies of victory, like that of Khombo Sana in 
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the same town (Fig. 227). The combination of horizontal 
and vertical lines, the distribution of the openings, and the 
rich ornamentation of these towers are very inieresling, 
though lacking somewhat in strnclurai propriety of design. 

Hlirsn STYLES: HOKTHEEN BBAEHAH. The origin of this 
style IS as yet an unsolved problem. Us monuments were 
mainly built between 600 and 1200 a.d., the oldest being 
in Orissa, at Bhuwanesevar, Kanaruk, and Puri. In north- 
ern India the temples are about equally divided between the 
two forms of Brahmanism — the worship of Vishnu or Vaish- 
navism, and that of Siva or SAaivism—and do not differ 
materially in style. As in the Jaina style, the vimana is 
their most striking feature, and this is in most cases adorned 
with numerous reduced copies of its own form grouped in 
successive stages against its sides and angles. This curious 
system of design appears in nearly all the great temples, 
both of Vishnu and Siva. The Jaina melon ornament is 
universal, surmounted generally by an urn-shaped finial. 

In plan the vimana shrine is preceded by two or three 
chambers, square or polygonal, some with and some with- 
out columns. The foremost of these is covered by a roof 
formed like a stepped pyramid set cornerwise. The fine 
porch of the ruined temple at Biudrabnn is cruciform in 
plan and forms the chief part of the building, the shrine at 
the further end being relatively small and its tower un- 
finished or ruined. In some modern examples the ante- 
chamber is replaced by an open porch with a Saracenic 
dome, as at Benares ; in others the old type is completely 
abandoned, as in the temple at Kantonnuggnr (1704-22). 
This is a square hall built of terra-cotta, with four three- 
arched porches and nine towers, more Saracenic than Brah- 
man in general aspect 

The Kandarya Mahadeo, at Khajuraho, Is the most noted 
example of the northern Rrnhman style, and one of the 
most splendid structures extant, A strong and lofty base- 
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ment supports an extraordinary mass of roo£s, covering the 
six open porches and the antechamber and hypostyle hall, 
which precede the shrine, and rising in successive pyramidal 
masses until the viniana is reached which covers the shrine. 
This is 116 feet high, but seems much luftier, by reason of 
the small scale of its constituent parts and the marvellously 
minute decoration which covers the whole structure. The 
vigor of its masses and the grand stairways which lead up 
to it give it a dignity unusual for its size, 60 x 109 feet in 
plan [fir. 1000 a.d.). 

At Puri, in Orissa, the Temple of Jngganat, with its double 
enclosure and numerous subordinate shrines, the Teli-ka- 
Mandir at Gwalior, and temples at Tldaipur near Bhilsa, at 
Mukteawara in Orissa, at Chittore, Benares, and Barolli, are 
important examples. The few tombs erected subsequent 
to the Moslem conquest, combining Jaina bracket columns 
with Saracenic domes, and picturesquely situated palaces 
at Chittore (1450), Oudeypore (1580), and Gwalior, should 
also be mentioned. 

OHALUETAK BTTLK. Throughout a central zone crossing 
the peninsula from sea to sea about the Dekkan, and extend- 
ing south to Mysore on the west, the Brahmans developed a 
distinct style during the later centuries of the Chalukyan 
dynasty. Its monuments are mainly comprised between 1050 
and the Mohammedan conquest in 1310. The most nota- 
ble examples of the style are found along the southwest 
coast, at Hullabld, Baillur, and Somnathpur. 

TEXFLEB. Chalukyan architecture is exclusively relig 
ious and its temples are easily recognized. The plans com-J 
prise the same elements as those of the Jainas, but th^ 
Chalukyan shrine is always star-shaped externally in plat 
and the vimana takes the form of a stepped pyramid instead 
of a curved outline. The Jaina dome is, moreover, wholly 
wanting. All the details are of extraordinary richness and 
beauty, and the breaking up of the surfaces by rectangular 
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projections is skilfully managed so as to produce an effect 
of great apparent size with very moderate dimensions. All 
the known examples stand on raised platforms, adding ma- 
terially to their dignity. Some are double temples 
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and eutered tlirougli gates made imposing by lofty pylons 
called i-o/«/-tfj. As if to emphasize these superficial resem- 
blances to Egyptian models, the sanctuary is often low and 
insignificant, ll is preceded by much more imposing 
porches (manlapas) and hypostyle halls or choultries, the 
latter being sometimes of extraordinary extent, though sel- 
dom lofty. The choultrie, sometimes called the Hall of 
1,000 Columns, is in some cases replaced by pillared corri- " 
dors of great length and splendor, as at £aini*«erain and 
Hadnra. The plans are in most cases wholly irregular, and 
the architecture, so far from resembling the Egyptian in its 
scale and massiveness, is marked by the utmost minuteness 
of ornament and tenuity of detail, suggesting wood and stuc- 
co rather than stone. The Great Hall at Chillambaram is 
but 10 to 13 feet high, and the corridors at Ramisseram, 700 
feet long, are but 30 feet high. The effect of ensemble of the 
Dravidian temples is disappointing. They lack the empha- 
sis of dominant masses and the dignity of symmetrical and 
logical arrangement. The very loftiness of the gopuras 
makes the buildings of the group within seem low by con- 
trast. In nearly every temple, however, some one feature 
attracts merited admiration by its splendor, extent, or 
beauty. Such are the Choultrie, built by Tirumalla Nayak 
at Madura (1623-45), measuring 333 x 105 feet; the corridors 
already mentioned at Ramisseram and in the Qreat Temple 
at Madura; the gopuras at Taiputry and Veiiore, and the 
Uantapa of Parrati at Chillambaram (1595-1685). Very 
noticeable are the compound columns of this style, consist- 
ing of square piers with slender shafts coupled to them and 
supporting brackets, as at Chillambaram, Peroor, and Vei- 
iore; the richly banded square piers, the grotesques of ram- 
pant horses and monsters, and the endless labor bestowed 
upon minute carving and ornament in superposed bands. 

OTH£R MOKimSBTa. Other important temples are at 
Tirilvalur, Scringham, Tinevelly, and Conjeveram, all alike 
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in general scheme of design, wilh enclosures varying from 
1 length anil width. At Tanjore is a mag- 
in the larger of which 
r shrine wilh a pyramidal vimana, uniisuul 
in Uravklian tem- 
ples, and beside it 
the smaller Shrine 
of Soabramaiiya 
(Fig. 229), a structure 
of unusual beauty of 
detail. In both, the 
vertical lower story 
with its pilasters and 



windows IS curiously suggestive ni Kenaissance design. 
The pagoda dates from the 14th, the smaller temple from 
the 15th century. 

KOCK-CDT BATHS. All the above temples were built sub- 
seciuently to the izth century. The rock-cut shrines dale 
in some cases as far back as the 7th century ; they are 
called iyl^s and lat/is, and are not caves, but isolated edi- 
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fices, imitating structural designs, but hewn bodily from 
the rock. Those at Mahavellipore are of diminutive size ; 
but at Pnradkal there is au extensive temple with shrine, 
choultrie, and gopura surrounded by a court enclosure 
measuring 250 x 150 feet (9th century). More famous still 
is the elaborate Eylas at Ellora, of about the same size as 
the above, but more complex and complete in its details, 

FALA0E8. At Madura, Tanjore, and Vijayanagar are 
Dravidian palaces, built after the Moharamedun conquest 
and in a mixed style. The domical octagonal throne-room 
and the Great Hall at Madura {17th century), the most fa- 
mous edifices of the kind, were evidently inspired from 
Gothic models, but how this came about is not known. 
The Great Hall with its pointed arched barrel vault of 67 
feet span, its cusped arches, round piers, vaulting shafts, 
and triforium, appears strangely foreign to its surroundings. 

CAMBODIA. The subject of Indian architecture cannot 
be dismissed without at least brief mention of the immense 
temple of Hakbon Wat in Cambodia. This stupendous cre- 
ation covers an area of a full square mile, with its concen- 
tric courts, its encircling moat or lake, its causeways, 
porches, and shrines, dominated by a central structure aoo 
feet square with nine pagoda-iike towers. The corridors 
around the inner court have square piers of almost classic 
Roman type. The rich carving, the perfect masonry, and 
the admirable composition of the whole leading up to the 
central mass, indicate architectural ability of a high order. 

CHISEBB ABCHIIECrnSE. No purely Mongolian nation 
appears ever to have erected buildings of first-rate impor- 
tance. It cannot be denied, however, that the Chinese are 
possessed of considerable decorative skill anil mechanical 
ingenuity ; and these qualities are the most prominent ele- 
ments in their buildings. Great size and splendor, massive- 
ness and originality of construction, they do not possess. 
Built in large measure of wood, cleverly framed and deco- ^ 
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rated with a certain richness of color and ornament, with a 
large element of the grotesque in the decoration, the Chi- 
nese temples, pagodas, and palaces are interesting rather 
than impressive. There is not a single architectural monu- 
ment of imposing size or of great antiquity, so far as we 
know. The celebrated Porcelain Tower of Nankin is no 
longer extant, having been destroyed in the Tieping rebel- 
lion in 1850. It was a nine-storied polygonal pagoda 236 
feet high, revetted with porcelain tiles, and was built in 1412. 
The largest of Chinese temples, that of the Great Dragon 
at Pekin, is a circular structure of moderate size, though its 
enclosure is nearly a mile square. Pagodas with diminish- 
ing stories, elaborately carved entrance gates and succes- 
sive terraces are mainly relied upon for effect. They show 
little structural art, but much clever ornament. Like the 
monasteries and the vast lamaseries of Thibet, they belong 
to the Buddhist religion. 

Aside from the ingenious framing and bracketing of the 
carpentry, the most striking peculiarity of Chinese build- 
ings is their broad-spreading tiled roofs. These invariably 
slope downward in a curve, and the tiling, with its hip- 
ridges, crestings, and finials in terra-cotta or metal, adds 
materially to the picturesqueness of the general effect. 
Color and gilding are freely used, and in some cases — as in 
a summer pavilion at Pekin — porcelain tiling covers the 
walls, with brilliant effect. The chief wonder is that this 
resource of the architectural decorator has not been further 
developed in China, where porcelain and earthenware arc 
otherwise treated with such remarkable skill. 

JAF&BE8E ABCHITECTUBE. Apparently associated in race 
with the Chinese and Koreans, the Japanese are far more 
artistic in temperament than either of their neighbors. The 
refinement and originality of their decorative art have 
given it a wide reputation. Unfortunately the prevalence 
of earthquakes has combined with the influence of the t 
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ditional habits of the people to prevent the maturing of a 
truly monumental architecture. Except for the terraces, 
gates, and enclosures of their palaces and temples, wood is 
the predominant building material. It is used substantially 
as in China, the framing, dovetailing, bracketing, broad 
eaves and tiled roofs of Japan closely resembling those of 
China, The chief difference is in the greater refinement 
and delicacy of the Japanese details and the more monu- 
mental disposition of the temple terraces, the beauty of 
which is greatly enhanced by skilful landscape gardening. 
The gateways recall somewhat those of the Sanchi Tope 
in India (p. 403), but are commonly of wood. Owing to 
the danger from earthquakes, lofty towers and pagodas are 
rarely 5een. 

The domestic architecture of Japan, though interesting 
for its arrangements, and for its sensible and artistic use of 
the most flimsy materials, is too trivial in scale, detail, and 
construction to receive more than passing reference. Even 
the great palace at Tokio,* covering an immense area, is 
almost entirely composed of one-storied buildings of wood, 
with little of splendor or architectural dignity. 

■OinniBKTS (additional to those in text), bi/dbhist: Topes al 
Sanchi, .'wnari. Saldara, Andher, in Centra] India ; at Sarnalh. near Be- 
nares ; at Jelalabad and Salsette ; in Ceylon at Anuradhapura. Tupara- 
maya. Lanlcara.maya. — Grotto temples (chaitj-as). mainly in Bombay and 
Bengal Tresidcncie! ; at Bchar, especially the Lomash Rishi.and Cuttack ; 
at Bhaja. liedsa. Ajunta, and Ellora (Wiswakarma Cave); in Sulselte. the 
Kenheri Cave. — Viharas : Stmctura! at Nalanda and Samall), demolished ; 
rock-cut in BeoEoJ, al Cuttack, Udayagiri {the Ganesa}; in the west, 
many at Ajunta, also at Bagh. Bcdsa, Bhaja, Nassick (the Nuhapana, 
Vadnya Sri, etc.). Salsette, Ellora (the Defcrivaria, etc.). In NepSl, stupas 
of Swayanbunalh and Bouddhama. 

jAtNA ; Temples at Aiwulli, Knnaruc (Black Paftoda), and Punidkul ; 

*.See Transactions R. I. B. A:, S3d year, 18S6, article by R. J. Cimder, 
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groups of temples at Palitana, Gimar, Mount Abu. Somnath, Parisnath ; 
the Sas Bahu at Gwalior, 1093 ; Parswanatha and Ganthai (650) at Kha- 
juraho ; temple at Gyraspore, 7th century ; modern temples at Ahmeda- 
bad (Huttising), Delhi, and Sonaghur ; in the south at Moodbidri, Sravana 
Belgula ; towers at Chittore. 

NORTHERN BRAHMAN : Temples, Parasumareswara (500 a.d.), Muktes- 
wara, and Great Temple (600-650), all at Bhuwaneswar, among many 
others ; of Papanatha at Purudkul ; grotto temples at Dhumnar, EUora, 
and Poonah ; temples at Chandravati, Udaipur, and Amritsur (the last 
modern) ; tombs of Singram Sing and others at Oudeypore ; of Rajah 
Baktawar at Ulwar, and others at Goverdhun ; ghats or landings at Benares 
and elsewhere. 

CHALUKYAN : Temples at BuchropuUy and Hamoncondah, .1163 ; ruins 
at Kalyani ; grottoes of Hazar Khutri. 

DRAVIDIAN : Rock-cut temples (raths) at Mahavellipore ; Tiger Cave 
at Saluvan Kuppan ; temples at Pittadkul (Purudkul), Tiruvalur, Com- 
baconum, Vellore, Peroor, Vijayanagar ; pavilions at Tanjore and Vija- 
yanagar. 

There are also many temples in the Kashmir Valley difficult of assign- 
ment to any of the above styles and religions. 



APPENDIX. 

A. PEIMITIVE GREEK AECHITECTUttE.— The researches of 
Schliemann commented by Schuchardt, of Dorpfeld, Sta- 
makis, Tsoundas, Perrot, and others, in Troy, Mycenae, and 
Tiryns, and the more recent discoveries of Evans at 
Gnossus, in Crete, have greatly extended our knowledge of 
the prehistoric art of Greece and the Mediterranean basin, 
and established many points of contact on the one hand 
with ancient Egyptian and Phcenician art, and on the other, 
with the art of historic Greece. They have proved the 
existence of an active and flourishing commerce between 
Egypt and the Mediterranean shores and Aegean islands 
more than 2000 b.l., and of a flourishing material civiliza- 
tion in those islands and on the mainland of Greece, 
borrowing much, but not everything, from Egypt. While the 
origin of the Doric order in the structural methods of the 
pre-Homeric architecture of Tiryns and Mycense, as set 
forth by Dorpfeld and by Perrot and Chipicz, can hardly be 
regarded as proved in all details, since much of the argument 
advanced for this derivation rests on more or less conjec- 
tural restorations of the existing remains, it seems to be 
fairly well established that the Doric order, and historic 
Greek architecture in general, trace their genesis in large 
measure back in direct line to this prehistoric art. The 
remarkable feature of this early architecture is the apparently 
complete absence of temples. Fortifications, houses, palaces^ 
and tombs make up the ruins thus far discovered, and seem 
to indicate clearly the derivation of the temple-type of later 
Greek art from the primitive house, consisting of a hall o' 
megaron with four columns about the central hearth (whence 
a; 
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no doubt, the atrium and peristyle of Roman houses, through 
their Greek intermediary prototypes) and a porch or ailhousa, 
with or without columns in antis, opening directly into the 
megaran, or indirectly through an anle-room called the 
prodomos. Here we have the prototypes of the Greek 
temple in anlis, with its naos having interior columns, 
whether roofed over or hyprethral (see pp. 54, 55). It is 
probable also that the evidently liberal use of timber for 
many of the structural details led in time to many of the 
forms later developed in stone in the entablature of the 
Doric order. But it is hard to discover, as Dorpfeld would 
have it, in the slender MyceniEan columns with their in- 
verted taper, the prototype of the massive Doric column 
with its upward taper. The Myceniean column was evi- 
dently derived from wooden models ; the sturdy Doric 
column — the earliest being the most massive — seems plainly 
derived from stone or rubble piers (see p. 50), and thus to 
have come from a different source from the Mycensean 
forms. 

The gyneeaum, or women's apartments, the men's apart- 
ments, and the bath were in these ancient palaces grouped 
in varying relations about the megaron : their plan, purpose, 
and arrangement are clearly revealed in the ruins of Tiryns, 
where they are more complete and perfect than either at 
Troy or Mycenffi. 

B, CAUPAiriLES DJ ITALY.^Re fere nee is made on page 

264 to the lowers or campaniles of the Italian Gothic style 
and period, and six of these are specificaHy mentioned ; 
and on page 305 mention is also made of those of the Re- 
naissance in Italy. The number and importance of the 
Italian campanile.s and the interest attaching to their origin 
and design, warrant a more extended notice than has been 
assigned them in the pages cited. 
The oldest of these bell-towers appear to be those adjoin- 
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ing the two churches of San Apollinare in and near Ravenna 
(seep. 114), and date presumably from the sixth century. 
They are plain circular towers with few and small openings, 
except in the uppermost story, where larger arched open- 
ings permit the issue of the sound of the bells. This type, 
which might have heen developed into a very interesting 
form of tower, does not seem to have been imitated. It 
was at Rome, and not till the ninth or tenth century, thai 
the campanile became a recognized feature of church archi- 
tecture. It was invariably treated as a structure distinct 
from the church, and was built of brick upon a square plan, 
rising with little or no architectural adornment to a height 
usually of a hundred feet or more, and furnished with but 
a few small openings below the belfiy stage, where a pair 
of coupled arched windows separated by a simple column 
opened from each iace of the tower. Above these windows 
a pyramidal roof of low pitch terminated the tower. In 
spite of their simplicity of design these Koman bell-towers 
often possess a noticeable grace of proportions, and furnish 
the prototype of many of the more elaborate campaniles 
erected during the Middle Ages in other central and north 
Italian cities. The towers of Sta. Maria in Cosmedin, Sta. 
Maria in Trastevere, and S. Giorgio in Velabro are examples 
of this type. Most of the Roman examples dale from the 
eleventh and twelfth centuries. 

In other cities, the campanile was treated with some 
variety of form and decoration, as well as of material. In 
Lombardy and Venetia the square red-brick shaft of the 
tower is often adorned with long, narrow pilaster strips, 
as at Piacenza (p. 158, Fig. 91) and Venice, and an arcaded 
cornice not infrequently crowns the structure. The open- 
ings at the top may be three or four in number on each 
face, and even the plan is sometimes octagonal or circular 
The brick octagonal campanile of 8. Oottaido at Milan is 
one of the finest Lombard church towers. At Verona the 
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brick tower on the Piazza dell 'Erbe and that of S. Zi 
conspicuous ; but every important town of northern Italy 
possesses one or more examples of these structures dating 
frotn the eleventh, twelfth, or thirteenth century. 

Undoubtedly the three most noted bell-towers in Il:!ly 
are those of Venice, Pisa, and Florence. The great Cam- 
panile of St Uark at Venice, first begun in 874, carried 
higher in the twelfth and fourteenth centuries, and finally 
completed in the sixteenth century with the marble bel- 
vedere and wooden spire so familiar in pictures of Venice, 
was formerly the highest of all church campaniles in Italy, 
measuring approximately 325 feet to the summit. But this 
superb historic monument, weakened by causes not yet 
at this writing fully understood, fell in sudden ruin on the 
14th of July, 1902, to the great loss not only of Venice, but of 
the world of art, though fortunately without injuring the 
neighboring buildings on the Piazza and Piazzetta of St. 
Mark. Since then the campanile of S. Stefano, in the same 
city, has been demolished to forestall another like disaster. 
The Leaning Tower of Pisa (see p. 160, Fig 92) dates from 
1174, and is unique in its plan and ils exterior treatment 
with superposed arcades. Begun apparently as a leaning 
tower, it seems to have increased this lean to a dangerous 
point, by the settling of Its foundations during construction, 
as its upper stages were made to deviate slightly towards 
the vertical from the inclination of the lower portion. It 
has always served rat her as a watch-tower and belvedere than 
as a bell-tower. The Campanile adjoining the Duomo at 
Florence is described on p. 263 and illustrated in Fig. 154, 
and does not require furihor notice here. The black-and- 
white banded towers of Sienna, Lucca, and Pistoia, and the 
octagonal lanterns crowning tho.se of Verona and Mantua, 
also referred to in the text on p. 364, need here only be 
mentioned again as illustrating the variety of treatment of 
these Italian towers. 
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The Renaissance architects developed new types of cam- 
panile, and in such variety that they can only be briefly 
referred to. Some, like a brick tower at Perugia, are simple 
square towers with pilasters; more often engaged columns 
and entablatures mark the several stories, and the upper 
portion is treated either with an octagonal lantern or with 
diminishing stages, and sometimes with a spire. Of the latter 
class the best example is that of S. Biagio, at Montepulci- 
ano, — one of the two designed to flank the facade of Ant. 
da S. Gallo's beautiful church of that name. One or two 
good late examples are to be found at Naples. Of the 
more massive square type there are examples in the towers 
of S. Michele, Venice ; of the cathedral at Ferrara, Sta. 
Chiara at Naples, and Sta. Maria dell' Anima— one of 
the earliest — at Rome. The most complete and perfect of 
these square belfries of the Renaissance is that of the 
Campidoglio at Rome, by Martino Lunghi, dating from the 
end of the sixteenth century, which groups so admirably 
with the palaces of the Capitol, 

C. BKAHAHTE'S woKES. — A more or less animated contro- 
versy has arisen regarding the authenticity of many of 
the works attributed to Bramante, and the tendency has of 
late been to deny him any part whatever in several of the 
most important of these works. The first of these to be 
given a changed assignment was the church of the Conso- 
lazione at Todi (p. 293), now believed to be by Cola di 
Capraroia ; and it is now denied by many investigators that 
either the Cancelleria or the Giraud palace (p. 290) is his 
work, or any one of two or tliree smaller houses in Rome 
showing a somewhat similar architectural irealment. The 
evidence adduced in support of this denial is rather specu- 
lative and critical than documentary, but is not without 
weight. The date 1495 carved on a doorway of the Can- 
celleria palace is thought to forbid its attribution to 
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Bramante, who is not known to have come to Rome till 
1503 ; and there is a lack of positive evidence of his author- 
ship of the (Jiraud palace and ihe other houses which seem 
to be by the same hand as the Cancelleria. To the advocates 
of this view there is not enough resemblance in style 
between this group of buildings and his acknowledged work 
either in Milan or in the Vatican to warrant their being 
attributed to him. 

It must, however, be remarked, that this notable group of 
works, stamped with the marks and even the mannerisms of 
a strong personality, reveal in their unknown author gifts 
amounting to genius, and heretofore deemed not unworthy 
of Bramante. It is almost inconceivable that they should 
have been designed by a mere beginner previously utterly 
unknown and forgotten soon after. It is incumbent upon 
those who deny the attribution to Bramante to find another 
name, if possible, on which to fasten the credit of these 
works. Accordingly, they have been variously attributed to 
Albert! {who died in 1472) or his followers; to Bernardo di 
Lorenzo, and to other later fifteenth -century artists. The 
difficulty here is to discover any name that fits the condi- 
tions even as well as Bramante's ; for the supposed author 
must have been in Home between 1495 and 1505. and his 
other works must be at least as much like these as were 
Bramante's. No name has thus far been found satisfactory 
to careful critics ; and the alternative theory, that there ex- 
isted in Rome, before Bramante's coming, a group of 
architects unknown to later fame, working in a common 
style and capable of such a masterpiece as the Cancelleria, 
does not harmonize with the generally accepted facts of 
Renaissance art history. Moreover, the comparison of these 
works with Bramante's Milanese work on the one hand and 
his great Court of the Belvedere in the Vatican on the other, 
yields, to some critics, conclusions quite opposed to those 
of the advocates of another authorship than Bramante's. 
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The controversy must be considered for the present as 
still open. There are manifest difficulties with either of the 
two opposed views, and these can hardly be eliminated, 
except by the discovery of documents not now known to 
exist, whose testimony will be recognized as unimpeachable. 

D. L'ABT NOmrsAr, — Since 1896, and particularly since 
the Paris Exposition of 1900, a movement has manifested 
itself in France and Belgium, and spread to Germany and 
Austria and even measurably to England, looking towards 
a more personal and original style of decorative and archi- 
tectural design, in which the traditions and historic styles 
of the past shall be ignored. This movemerrt has received 
from its adherents and the public the name of " L'Art 
Nouveau," or, according to some, " L'.\rt Moderne" ; but 
this name must not be held to connote either a really new 
style or a fundamentally new principle in art. Indeed, it 
may be questioned whether any clearly-defined body of 
principles whatever underlies the movement, or would be 
acknowledged equally by all its adherents. It appears to 
be a reaction against a too slavish adherence to traditional 
forms and methods of design {see pp. 370, 375), a striving 
to ignore or forget the past rather than a reaching out 
after any well-understood, positive end ; as such, it possesses 
the negative strength of protest rather than the affirmative 
strength of a vital principle. Its lack of cohesion is seen in 
the division of its adherents into groups, some looking to 
nature for inspiration, while others decry this as a mistaken 
quest; some seeking 10 emphasize structural lines, and 
others to ignore them altogether. All, however, are united 
in the avoidance of commonplace forms and historic styles, 
and this preoccupation has developed an amazing amount 
of originality and individualism of style, frequently reaching 
the extreme of eccentricity. The results have there- 
fore been, as might be expected, extremely varied in 
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merit, ranging from the most refined and reserved in style 
to the most harshly bizarre and extravagant. As a rule, 
they have been most successful in small and semi-decorative 
objects — jewelry, silverware, vases, and small furniture; 
and one most desirable feature of the movement has been 
the stimulus it has given (especially in France and Eng- 
land), to the organization and activity of "arts-and-crafts " 
societies which occupy themselves with the encouragement 
of the decorative and industrial arts and the diffusion 
of an improved taste. In the field of the larger objects of 
design, in which the dominance of traditional form and of 
structural considerations is proportionally more imperious, 
the struggle to evade these restrictions becomes more diffi- 
cult, and results usually in more obvious and disagreeable 
eccentricities, which the greater size and permanence of the 
object tend further to exaggerate. The least successful 
achievements of the movement have accordingly been in 
architecture. The buildings designed by its most fervent 
disciples {e. g. the Pavilion Bleu at the Exposition of 1900, 
the Castel B^ranger, Paris, by If. Guimard, the houses of 
the artist colony at Darmstadt, and others) are for the most 
part characterized by extreme stiffness, eccentricity, or 
■ ugliness. The requirements of conslruction and of human 
habitation cannot easily he met without sometimes using 
the forms which past experience has developed for the same 
ends; and the negation of precedent is not the surest path 
to beauty or even reasonableness of design. It is interest- 
ing to notice that in the intermediate field of furniture- 
design some of the best French productions recall the style 
of Louis XV., modified by Japanese ideas and spirit. This 
singular but not unpleasing combination is less surprising 
when we reflect that the style of Louis XV. was itself a . 
protest against the formalism of the heavy classic architec- 
ture of preceding reigns, and achieved its highest successes 
in the domain of furniture and interior decoration. 



APPENDIX. 



42s 



It may be fair to credit the new movement with one posi- 
tive characteristic in its prevalent regard for line, especially 
for the effect of long and swaying lines, whether in the 
contours or ornamentation of an object. This is especially 
noticeable in the Belgian work, and in that of the Viennese 
"Secessionists," who have, however, carried eccentricity to 
a further point of extravagance than any others. 

Whether '■ L'Art Nouveau " will ever produce permanent 
results time alone can show. Its present vogue is probably 
evanescent and it cannot claim to have produced a style ; 
but it seems likely to exert on European architecture an 
influence, direct and indirect, not unlike that of the N^o- 
Grec movement of 1830 in France (p. 364), but even more 
lasting and beneficial. It has already begun to break the 
hold of rigid classical tradition in design ; and recent build- 
ings, especially in Germany and Austria, like the works of 
the brilliant Otto IVagner in Vienna, show a pleasing free- 
dom of personal touch without undue striving after eccentric 
novelty. Doubtless in French and other European archi- 
tecture the same result will in time manifest itself. 

The search for novelty and the desire to dispense wholly 
with historic forms of design which are the chief marks 
of the Art Noveau, were emphatically displayed in many of 
the remarkable buildings of the Paris Exhibition of 1900, in 
which a striking fertility and faciliiy of design in the decor- 
ative details made more conspicuous the failure to improve 
upon the established precedents of architectural style in the 
matters of proportion, scale, general composition, and con- 
tour. As usual the metallic construction of these buildings 
was almost without exception admirable, and the decorative 
details, taken by themselves, extremely clever and often 
beautiful, but the combined result was not satisfactory. 

In the United States the movement has not found a firm 
foothold because there has been no dominant, enslaving 
tradition to protest =igainst. Not a few of the ideas, not a 
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little of the spirit of the movement may be recognized ia 
the work of individual architects and decorative artists in 
the United States, executed years before the movement 
took recognizable form in Europe : and American decora- 
tive design has generally been, at least since iSSo or i88g, 
sufficiently free, individual and personal, to render unneces- 
sary and impossible any concerted movement of artistic 
revolt against slaverj- to precedent, 

E. BECENT AMEBICAIT AaCHITECTnBE.— Architectural ac- 
tivity in the United States continues to share in the general 
prosperity which has marked the years since 1898, and this 
activity has by no means been confined to industrial and 
commercial architecture. Indeed, while the erection of " sky 
scrapers " or excessively lofty office-buildings has continued 
to be a feature of this activity in the great commercial 
centres, the most notable architectural enterprises of recent 
years have been in the field of educational buildings, both 
in the East and West. In 1898 a great international com- 
petition resulted in the selection of the design of Mr. E, 
B!-nard of Paris for a magnificent group of buildings for 
the Univeraity of California on a scale of unexampled grand- 
eur, and the erection of this colossal project has been begun. 
An almost equally ambitious project, by a firm of Phila- 
delphia architects, has been adopted for the Washington 
University at St. Louis ; and many other universities and 
colleges have either added extensively to their existing 
buildings or planned an entire rebuilding on new designs. 
.\mong these the national military and naval academies at 
West Point and AnnapoUa take the first rank in the extent 
and splendor of the projected improvements. Museums 
and libraries have also been erected or begun in various 
cities, and the New York Public Library, now building, will 
rank in cost and beauty with those already erected in Boston 
and Washington. 
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In other departments mention should be made of recent 
Federal buildings (custom-houses, post-offices, and court- 
houses) erected under the provisions of the 'I'arsney act 
from designs secured by competition among the leading 
architects of the country ; among those the New York 
Custotn H011B6 is the most important, hut other buildings, 
at Washington, Indianapolis, and elsewhere, are also con- 
spicuous, and many of them worthy of high praise. The 
tendency to award the designing of important public build- 
ings, Kuch as State capitols, county court houses, city halls, 
libraries, and hospitals, hy competition instead of by per- 
sonal and political favor, has resulted in a marked improve- 
ment in the quality of American public architecture. 

F. THE EEECHTHBTJM: BECEMT INVESTlGATIOIfS. — During 

the past two years, extensive repairs and partial restorations 
of the Efechtheum at Athens, undertaken by the Greek 
Arch ECO logical Society, have afforded opportunities for a 
new and thoroughgoing study of the existing portions of 
the building and of the surrounding ruins. In these inves- 
tigations a prominent part has been borne by Mr. Gorham 
P. Stevens, representing the Archaeological Institute of 
America, to whom must be credited, among other things, 
the demonstration of the existence, in the east wall of the 
original structure, of two windows previously unknown. 
Other peculiarities of design and construction were also 
discovered, which add greatly to the interest of the build- 
ing. These investigations are reported in the AmerUan 
Journal 0/ Arckceology, Second Series ; Journal oj the 
Arehaological Institute oJ America, Vol. X., No. i, et seq. 
The illustrations. Figures 35 and 36, are, by Mr. Stevens' 
courtesy, based upon, though not reproductions of, his 
original drawings. 
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GLOSSARY 

OF TERMS NOT DEFINED IN THE TEXT. 



Alcazar (Span., from Arabic Al 
Afljr), apalace or castle, especially 
oi a governing ofHcial. 

Abchivolt, a band or group of 
mouldings decuraling Itie wall-face 
of an arch ; or a transverse arch 
projecting slightly frnm the sur- 
face of a barrel or groined vault. 

AsTVLAR, without columns. 

Balnea, a Roman bathing estab- 
lishment, less extensive than the 
lhfrm.r, 

Bel Etage, the principal story of a 
building, containing the reception 
rooms and saloons ; usually the 
second story (first above the ground 
story). 

BkoKEN ENTAULATttRE, an entabla- 
ture which projects forward over 
each column or pilaster, returning 
back to the wall and running along 
with diminished projection between 
the columns, as in the Arch of 
Constanline <Fig, 63). 

Cantombd Piers, piers adorned with 
columns or pilasters at the comers 

Cartoucfie (Fr.). an ornament 
shaped like a shield or oval. In 
Egyptian hieroglyphics, the oval 
encircling the name of a king. 

Cavetti.', a concave, quarter-round 
moulding. 

CltEVBDN.a V-sI>'P«<l°"»iiient. I 



Chryselbpkantinb, of Ivory and 
gold ; used of statues in which the 
nude portions are of ivory and the 
draperies of gold. 

Console, a tai^ scroll ■ shaped! 
bracket or ornament, having its! 
broadest curve at the bottom. -' 

CoRtNTtllANESQUE, resembling the 
Corinthian ; used of capitals havit^ 
comer-volutes and acanthus leaves, 
but combined otherwise than in 
the classic Corinthian type. 

Empaistic, made of, or overlaid 
with, sheet-metal beaten or ham- 
mered into decorative patterns. 

Escedr^, curved seats of sione ; 
niches or recesises. sometimes of 
considerable size, provided with 
seats for the public. 

Fenestration, the whole system or 
arrangcmenl of windows and open- 



FouB-PABT, A four-part vault is a 
groined vault formed by the inter- 
section of two barrel vaults. lis 
diagonal edges or groins divide it 
into four sections, triangular In 
plan, each called a compartmfnt. 



architectural c 



1 group or compo- 
sition representing the mythical 
combat between the gotls and the 
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IIalf-timbrked, constmcted with a 
timber framework showing cjiter- 
n^ly, and filled in with masanry 
or brickwork. 

lMAt;M, imim, n Mohammedan prlesl. 

KaabaH, Ihe sacred shrije at Mec- 
cah, a nearly cubical structure 
hung with black cloth. 

Karafah, a region in Cairo con- 
taining the so-called lombs of the 
Khahfs. 



Quarry Ornament, any o 

covering a surface with two series 
of reticulated lines enclosing ap- 
prnximately quadrangular spaces or 

QuARTKEFOtL, with four leaves ci 
foils; composed of four arcs of 
circles meeting xa cusps pointiiig 
Inward. 

Quoins, slightly projecting, blocks 
of stone, altemalely long and 
short, decoraiingor strengthening 
a comer or angle of a fa;ade. 
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Lacohicum, the sweat-room in a 

Roman bath ; usually of domical 

design in the larger thenme. 
Mezzanine, a low, intermediate , Revetment, a veneering or sheath- 

MuEDDiN, a Mohammedan mosque- 
official who calls to prayer. 



NARTHtx, a porch or vestibule nin- 
ning across [he front of a basilica 
or church. 
Neo-Gothic, 1 in a style which 
Neo-Medi^Val, i seeks to revive 
and adapt or apply to modem uses 
the forms of Ihe Middle Ages. 

OcuLUS, a circular opening, espe- 
cially in the crown of a dome. 

Ogee Arch, one composed of two jun- 
taposed S-shaped or wavy curves, 
meeting in a point at the top. 

Pal.4!stra, an establishment among 
the ancient Greeks for physical 

Pavilion (Fr./oKi7i>«). ordinarily a 
light open structure of ornate de- 1 
sign. As applied to architectural 
composition, a projecting section 
of a facade, usually rectangular in 



Rustication, treatment of the ma- 
sonry with blocks having roughly 
broken faces, or with deeply 
grooved or bevelled joints. 

Soffit, the under-side of an archi- 
trave, beam, arch, or corona. 

Spanoril. the triangular wall-space 
between two contiguous arches. 

Squinch, a bit of conical vaulting 
filling in the angles of a square so 
as to provide an octagonal or drcn- 
lar base for a dome or lantern. 

Stoa, an open colonnade for public 



Tymi 



bath. 
FM, the flat space comprised 
between the horizontal and raking 
cornices of a pediment, or between 
a lintel and the arch o 
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LucaddlaRobbia, 281 


Beveii, Nicholis35S, 358 ^^1 


Lunehi, Mardao (the elder) 304, 30S 


Richardson, Heixry H. 393, 394 ^H 




Rickman, Thomas 37S ^H 


MACHOCA, 3S1 


Riel. Gerhardl von 343 ^^M 


Maderna, Carlo 395, 303 


Risloro, Fra 356 ^^M 


Majano, Benedetto da ago, aBi 


Riiiio, Anlonio 384 ^^M 


Majano,Giu1iano da 386,287 


Romano, Giuho 389. 393 ^H 


Mansan. Francois 323 


RusseUini, Bernardo aS6 ^H 


Mansan. Jules Hardouin 330, 331, 333 


Ruiz, Fernando 35a ^^H 


Marchionne, 305 


^^H 


Marini, Giovanni 339 


SALVI, NICC0LA3O5 ^^H 


Martino, Plelro di 287 


Sammichele. Micheleag3,a99.300,P^ 


Mallhew of Arras, 243 


San Gallo. Antonio da (Ihe Elder) 394 


Meo del Caprino, 286 


San Gallo. Antonio da (the Younger) 


Meruin, Jacobus of 255 


aSg, 391, 294 


M^tdzeau. 31 B 


San Gallo, Giuliano da 278, 291. 293, 


Micbelozii, Micbeln:20 279, 2S3 


394 


MinodaFiesole, 3S1 


SanSDvino, Giacopo Taiti 389, 393, 


Mnesicles. 65 


399,303,304 


Mullel, A. B. 392 






Scanioai, VinceniD agg, 339 ^H 


Narsonnk. Hbnr] 01(349 


Schinkel. Frledrich 358. 360, 376 ^H 


Nenot, Henri P. 374 


Schmidt. F. 378 ^^H 




Seoll (General) 383 ^^M 


Ohlmullbr, 375 


Scott, Sir Gilbert 380 ^^H 




Sompcr. Oltfried 376 ^^M 


PALLAflKl, AnUHBA 399- S^L 319. 


Srns, William of 319 ^^^^| 


3=8. 350 


Servandnni, 323 ^^H 


fercicr, Chiirles 363 




I'errauU. Claude 310 


Shnw. Normin 382 ^^H 


Peruiti, Baldassare 389, agi. aga, 094 


Skcardsburg, 376 ^^1 


Phidias, fa 


Smirke, Roben 356 ^^M 


38 


^^J 



INDEX OF AKCillTECTS, 



Smilhso 



Robcr' 



Soane, Sir John 3se 
Soiilliol. J. J. 36a 
Stcinbach, Erwin von 041 
Sivlla, Paolo del la 339 
Swrti, Rspliael 305, 365 
Street, Geoigi; Edmund 380 
Hlunrl. jomes 355, 353 
Stuhltr, 359 

Talbnti. Francesco disss 

TfllcDtl, Simoni; dj 366 
Taylor, Robert 334 
TcBsin. Nicodenius de 337 
Thomson, Alexander 357 
Thornton. 3B9 
Thorjie. John 338 
Tlu, 376 
Tiiiregiiuio, 317 
Ttcvigi, 3S7 

Upjohn. RtCHAKDaga 

VAI. del VlRA, 348 

VBlenlino di Lira, 343 

Vbd Aken, 343 

Vn Biugh, Sfr John 33s 

Van Noon. William 336 
Vail Noyc, Sebastian 336 



I V,in Viidli. 304 
Viuari, Giorgio l6a 
Viarl, Charles 311 
Vicl. 37a 
Vii^ola, GiacomD Bucoui da 389, sga, 

at/i. 399. 301^ 301 
Vignon. Pierre 361 
VIoUcl-le-Duc, Eugene Emmajiutl 570, 

371 
Vischer, K3spar343 
Vischer. Peter 347 
Visconti, Louis T. J. 371, 37a 
Viloni. Ventura ssg 
Vitruvius, 56. 7h 77 
Vein der NUi, 376 

WALI.OT, Pai;i.377 
Wallol, Jean 333 
Walter, Thomas Ustjcksgi 
Woierhouse, Alfred 381 
Webb, AMOn 3Ba 
Wilkins. 357 
i William of Sens. 919 
William of Wykfham, oaa, 9a6 
Wood, 333 
Wren, Sir Chrlsl 
356, 385 



339. 331. 33% 



The buildings are arranged according to location. Those which appear ■ 
only in the lists of monoments at the ends ot chapters are omUled. f 
A'umeyali in parenthesis rtfer tf illuslralioHS. 



Abavagihi. Tope, 403 
AubEvlLLE. St. Wulfrand, 20g, 213 
Abl-Seib. Stepped pymmid, g 
Abvdos. Columns, 12. Temple, 19, 

ai. Tombs. 11 {5) 
ADDEH. Grotlo- temple, 33 
Emilia. Churches in, 157, aba 
AcRA, 149. Pearl Mosque, 148. Taj 

Mahal, 14a (86) 
AGtuGBNTUH. Temple of Zeus, 56, 

61 (33) 

.^HMEDABAD. I48 

AiX'LA-CHAreLLE. Miostcr (Pala- 
tine Chapel). 173. Palace of CbsT- 
leinagne, 176 

A1ZAK01. Temple 
Theatre, 70 






Ajm: 
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Brahmaa chaiCyas, 404 ; 

viharas, 405 
Aluano. Tomb, Sg 
Albanv. All Saints' Cathedral, 394. 

Capitol, 391 
Aluv Cathedral, 185, 205, 3o6, aia, 

249 (i»3) 
Ai.cAf.A HE IIeHarks, 35a. Ateh- 

episcopal Palace. 350. Collej;e. Jjy 

Alcantaka. Itridge, 108 
Alun^on Cathedral, 209, 213 
At-E-tANDBIA TboaS. Palestra, 71. 



Allahabad. Akbar's Palace, i 
Ali'enburg Cathedral, 142. T 

hall, 344 
Amaoa. Columns, 11 
Ahuoise Castle. 310 
Amieks Cathedra!. i8g, 197. 1 

203. 205. 206. 2ig, 332 (la 

west front of, 207, 208, 312, 1'. 
AMkAVATi. Topes. 403 
Amsterdam, bourse (Exchnng^l 

Haose House, Town hall, 336 
Ancy le Franc. ChSleau, 317 
Anet. ChSteau, 317 
Angers. Cathedral S. Maurics, a 

Hospital, 314 
Akcora (Ancyra). 118 
ANGOULgMB Cathedral, 164 

Annai'oljs. Harwood and Han 

mond Houses, 3S6 
Ahtioch, 115 
Antipiiellus. Theatre. 70, Torabsji 

73 
ANTWRHi" Cathedral. I90, 246, a 

Town hall, 334. 336 
Ai}lilTANlA. Churches of, 164, II 

168, 179, 373 
Amanji'ez. rolnce. 352 
Abezzo Cathcdiat, 357. Sta. Mar 

dtlla Piere, 159 
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Akgus. Gales, 45 

Aiui,DNA. Spanish churches jn, 3SS 

Arles. St. Tropbime, 165 

AscHAFFENBURU. Church, 243 

ASHEVILLE. Billmore House, 399 

Asia Minor, 53, 55, 56. ti, 66. laa 

Aspen Dus. Theatre, 70 

Assisi. Church of Si. Francis (S. 
Francesco), 355, 256, 258 

Assos, 55. Public square, 69. Tem- 
ple, 61 

Asii. Church, 356 

rtSTOHGA. Rood-acreen, 35a 

Athens. Academy, 305. Acropolis, 
65, 6g. Agora Gale, 68. Calhc- 
dcst, 134. Choragic Moaumenl of 
Lysicrates, 6b (30, 38). Erech- 
Iheum, 64 (35, 36). Museum, 
365. Odeion of RegiUa (of He- 
rodes Atlicus). 68, 6q, 70. Par- 
thenon, 56, 58, 63, 64, 131, 359 
(Frontispiece, 31 J, 34). Pro- 
pyliea, 58, 65, 69. 358 (37). Stoa 
of Altalus, 67. Temple of Nike 
Apteros. 64, 65. Temple of Olym- 
pian Zeus, 68 (39), Thcaire of 
Dionysus, 69, 70. Theseum (Tem- 
ple o( Theseus or Heracles). 62. 
Tower of Winds {Clepsj-dra of 
Cyrrhestes), 53, 67. University, 365 

Attica, 50, 55 

Town hall. 344 



Al's- 



>. 330 



k 



AurUN Cathedral, 166. 167 

At'VERGNE. Churches, 204 
AliXEKKG Cathedral, 197, 301 
Avignon. Noire Ilame des Doms. 

AviLA. S. Vincente. 180, 847 ; 

tombs in, 352 
AZAV-LE-RlDEAU. Chateau, 316 



Baai.bec (Heliopolis), 83. Circular 
Temple, 94. Temple of Sun, 93 



Bab-e 



-Moi 



Bagdad. Tombs, eit, 145, 146 
Bach. Viharas, Great Vihara, 405 
Bailll'r. Temples, 409. 410 
Bamberg. Church, 243 
Barcelona. Cathedral, 189, 349. 

Sia. Maria del Pi, 249 
Barolu. >lindu temple, 409 
Basle. Spahlenthor, 346 
Bassa: (PhigaliBa), TempleofApoUo 

Epicurius, 65 
Batalha. Church, mausoleiun, 351 
Bavaria, 342 

BaVEL-X Cathedral, I97, 305 
Bayonne Cathedral, 197 
Beaugencv. Town hall, 316 
BEAtlMESNtL. Chiteau, 319 
Beaune. Hospital, 214 
Beauvais Cathedral, 1E9, 197, 311, 

219 ; chapels, 205 ; size, 306, 211, 

312. 243 
Beit-el-Wau. Rock-cut Temple, 

Beleu. Church, 251, 352. Clois- 
ter, tower, 35a 

Belgium, 334. 

Benares. Hindu temples, 408, 409 

Deni Hassan. Columns, 11.34, 50. 
Speos Artemidos, 23. Tombs, 11 
(6,7) 

Bergamo. Town hall, 366 

Berlin. BauschQle. 376. Brandeit- 
burg Gale, 358. Old Museum, 359 
(aoo). New Museum, 359. Par- 
liament Ho]ise, 377. Theatres, 
3fit), 376 

Bethlehem. Churchof theNativity, 
"S 

Bhaja. Chaityas, 404 



Bhilsa. Topes, 403 



Hindu temples, 



Bnu\ 
4uB 

BiJAft'R. Tomb of Mnhmud, 148, 
153 (85). Jumma Musjid, 14S. 
Mogul archileclure, 149 

BlLTMORE House. 399 

BiNriKABUN. Ruined temple, 40S 

BiKS NiMKOUU. Stepped pyramid, 
31 

Blenheim House, 332 (1B8) 

Blois. Chateau of, ai6, 310, 313 
(-75, 176) 

Bohemia, 338 

BoLOCNA, 157. Brick houses, 366. 
Campo Sanlo, 382, Frati di S. 
Spirilo, ayg. Local slyle, 383. 
Pal. Bevilacqua, Pal. Fava, 383. 
Palazzo Communale (town hall), 
166. Renaissance churches in, 
377, ^93' S. Francesco, 356, 363. 
S. Petronio. 357, 258, 359, 363. 
Sta. Maria dei Servi, 363 

Bonn. Minster. 174. Baptistery. 175 

Bordeaux. Cathedral, spires. 309. 
Grand Thifeiire. 36a 

Boston. Ames Building, 397. Cus- 
tom House, 390. Faneuil Hall, 
388, Fine .Arts Museum, 394. 
Hancock House, 387. Old Stale 
House, 388. Old South Church, 
386. Public Library, 399. Stale 
House, 390. Trinity Church. 394 

(222) 

BouKGEs Cathedral, iBg, 197, igg, 
aoz, 249 ; chapels, 3oj 1 size. 306 ; 
portals, 3oS. House of Jacques 
Cceur. 315 ("?) 

BorRNAZEL. Chateau, 31; 

BowDEN Pahk, 357 

BoxaAH Cathedral, 117 (70) 
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Brandenburg. St. Catherine, St. 

Godetuird, 344 
Bremen. Town hall. 246, 344 
Brescia. Sta. Maria dei Miracoij. 

287 
BlOEii. Piastcnschloss. 343 
BatsroL Cathedral, piers, 178 
Bruges. Ancien UrelTe, 334. Cloth 

hall, 347. 'Ste. Anne, 334. Town 

ball, 247 
BkunSwkjk. Burg Dankwargerode, 

176. Town hall, 346 
Brusa, 150 
Brussels. Bourse, 383. Cal1iedr.il 

(Ste. Gudule), 246. Pal. de Ji 

tice, 382. Renaissance H 

335 i'V>)- Town hall, 347 
BUBASTIS. Temple, 13 
BirOA-PKSTH. Synagogue, 378 
BuoDH Cava. Tope or siupa, 
Buffalo. Guaranty Building. 
But.ACiL Basilica, 375 
BuBctiNDV. Cathedrals in, i( 

nii'RGKLEV House, 328 (184) 

BURV. Chateau, 315 
BUKGOS Cathedral, 34S, 349. 251(149) 
; see Constantinople 



1 



Cakn. Churches, 167, 178 ; St. Eti. 
enne (Abbaye aux Hommes) and 
Stc. Trinile (Abbayc aux Dames), 
168 ; St. Pierre, 313. Hotel d'Eco- 
ville. 3:6 

Caiioks Cathedral, 164 

C,4IH0. Karafah (Tombs of Kha- 
llfs), 137. 138. 139- Mohamme- 
dan monuments (list), 136, 153. 
Mosque of Amrou, 136 : of Ibn 
Touloun, 136; of Barkouk, 137; 
of Kalaoun, 137; of Sullan Has- 
san, 137, 138(80) ; of El Muayyad, 
137 ; of Kald Bey, 137 (Bi) 



fe. 
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California. Spanish missions and | 
churches, 388 I 

Camiioljia. 'I'tmple of Nakhon I 
Wat, 413 i 

Camiimay Cathedral, 197 

Camiiriduk. Cuius College, Gate of 
Honor, 32B. Filiwilliara Muse- 
um, 356, King's College Chapel, 
223, a27, 334. Trinity College 
Ijbrary. 33a 

CAMaB!DGE(Mass.). Craigie (Long- 
fellow) House, 3S7 (aig) 

CANrERBUKY Cathedral, 219; cen- 
tral lower o(, 228 ; chapels, 231 : 
transepts, 232; minor works in, 
234 

CaprahoLA. Palace of, 300 

Capua. Amphitheatre, 103 

CarIA, 71 ; see Halicamassus 

Carjnthia, 338, 339 

Carlton House, 357 

Carter's Grog's, 386 

CA3EBTA. Royal Palace, 304 

Castle Howard, 332 

CiRisv-LA-FoRfiT. Church, 178 

Cevlos. Topes, 403 

Chaise-Dcei'. Cloister, 113 

Ch.(lons (Chaions-sur-Mnrne) Ca- 
thedral, 205 

Ckalvau. Chateau, 314 

Chamhord. Chateau. 314 (177, 
178) 

Chanth.ly. '• Petit Chateau."' 317 

Charleston. St. Michael's, 3B5 

Charlotteville, University of 
Viiginia, 390 

Charltun Hall, 338 

Chaki.i'on-on-Oxmore. Plate tra- 
cery (no) 

Chartres Cathedral, 197, 201, 203 ; 
cliapels of, 20s ; size of, 206 ; \V. | 



front, 207 ; transept porches, 3t^ ; 
spires, 209 : capital from (ia0 c). 
Hospital, 214 

CllliMNlT?, Cathedral. 245 

CiiENoNCEAUX. Chateau, 316, 317 

CfllARAVALLK. Ceitosa. 255 

Chicago. Auditorium Theatre. 
^1)1). Columbian Hxposition, 393, 
399. MaSouic Building, 396. 
Fisher Building, Schiller Build- 
ing, 397 

Cathedral, spire, 229 
Church, 353 

Dravldlan temple, 
Mantapuof Farvari, 411 

Chiswick. Villa. 328. 329 

Chittore. Hindu temples, 409. 
Palace, 4og. Towers, 407, 408 
(M7) 

Clermont (Clermont-Ferrand) Ca- 
thedral, 197 : chapels of, 305. 312. 
Noire-Darae-du-Port, 163, 204 
(96. 97) 

Clunv. Abbeychurch, 166. Hoiises 
at. 214. Hotel de (at Paris), 316 

CoBLENTZ. Church ot St. Castor, 
237 

CaiMBRA. Sta. Cruz, 352 

CoLESHIlx, House, 32g 

Cologne. Apostles' Church, 174, 
243 (101). Cathedral, l8q, 199, 
205, 243, 249; vaulting of, 239; 
spires, 340, 241 ; plan. 189, aoSt 
242 (141), Church of St. Mary- 
in-the- Capitol, I74- Gieat St 
Martin's. 174, 243. Romanesque 
houses, etc., 176 

CoMO. Town hall (Rroletlo), 2IJ6 

COMKISTEI.LA. SI. lagO, I&O 

CONjevERAM. Dravidiao temple, 



CoNSTANTlNE. Amphilhcatre, g2 
Constant I NO I'LE, no. Byianline 
monuments (list), 134. Church of 
Hagia Sophia (Santa Sophia. Di- 
vine Wisdom), HI, 123, 12-1, "7- ' 
131. 132. 133. 150. 151 (7». 75i 76, , 
77). Churchofthe Apostles, 132. j 
■ Early Christian monuments (list), j 
iig. Fountains, Fountain of Ah- ! 
met Hi., 152, 153- Mosque of I 
Ahmet II. (Ahmediyeh), 151 (88) ; 
of Mehraet II., 150. 151 (87) ; of 
Osman III. (Nouri Osman), 151 ; 
of Soliman (Suleimaniyeh), ijt 
(89); of Vetii Djami. 151. Pal- 
aces, 153. St. Bacchus, 127. St 
JohnStadiu8(EmirAkhor mosque), 
118. St. Sergius, 117, 127 (74). 
Tchinli Kiosque (Imperial Muse- 
um), 153; sarcophagi in, 66. 
Tombs, 152, Turltish mosques, 150 
CopENHAtiEN. Exchange, Frede. 

ricksborg, 336 
Cordova. 141 ; Great Mosque, 142, 

143 (83) 
CoRUJTH. Temple of Zeus, 60 
COUTANCES Cathedral, 197 ; chapels 

of, 20s : spires, Z09 
Ckacow Castle, 338. Chapel of Ja- 

geilons. 338 
Cremona. Town hall, 366 
Ctesifhon. Tak-Kesra, 145 

Damascus, Mosque of El-Walld, 136 
DANTzrc. Town hall, 344 
DAsMOtTR. Pyramid, q 
Deir-el-Baiiar], Tomb-temple of 

HalBsu, 15, 21 
Deir-el- Mewneh. Temple of 

Hathor, 19 



148. 




a Musjid, 14S. Mogul architect- 
re of, 149. Palace of Shah Jehan, 
rthes. etc, 14S 
Delos. Gates, 45 : Portico of Phil- 
ip, 67 
I)E>OEitAH. Temple a! llathor, 
17. Group of temples. 22, 24. 
Halhoric columns, 14 
Detroit. Majestic Building. 397 
DiEPl'E. Church of St. Jacques, 213 
Dijon. St. Michel, 312 
DoL Cathedral, east end, 205 
Dresden. Castle, GeorgeolHlgel, 
34Z. Church of Si. Mary (Mari- 
enkirche) 346 (194). Theatre, 376 
(213). Zwinger Palace, 346 (193) 
Dbugelte. Circular church, 175 
Di;kham Cathedral, 177, 178. aao, 
221 (116); central tower of, 228; 
Chapel of Nine Altars, 432 

Earl's Barton. Tower, 176 

EcouEN. Chiteau, 316 

EtiFOU. Great Temple, t6, 17. aa 

(g, 10, 14). Peripteral temple, 22 
EutNBL'RGil. High School, Royal 

Institution, 357 
E[;ypT. Early Christian buildings 

in, tl8 
Elephantine. Temple of Ameno- 

phis III., 22 
El Kab. Temple of .\mcnop!iis 

HI., 18 
Eleusis. Propylsa, 69 
Ellora. Chaityas, 404. Dravidian 

Kylas, 413 
Elne. Cloister, 170. 213 
Ely Cathedral, 220; choir vault. 

232; octagon, 224, 330 ; clearsloiy, 

225 ; towers, zii ; interior, 239 ; 

size, 232 ; Lady Chapel. 334 
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Ephesos. Temple of Artemis (Ar- 


Marsupini tomb, 2S1. San Loren- 


temisium), 66 : Ionic orUer. 53. 


za. 276. San Spirfto, 276 (161). 


Palicslra, 71 


Santa Maria Novella, 256, 256 ; ^ 


ESECK, 3t 


^(le, 277; founuin in sacristy of. 


ESCURLAI. Monastery, 351 


281. Strozii Palace, aBo, 290 


EsNEH. Hathoric columns, 25. 


(163) 


Temple. 23. 


Flushisc. Town hall (H6tcl de 


Essen. Nun's choir, 172 


Ville), 335 


EssLCNGEN. Church spire, 240 


FoNTArNKBLEAU. Palace, 313, 318 


EiCHMiADiiN. Byzantine monu- 


FosTKVRAULT. Abbey, 164 


ments, 134 


FONTFROIUE. Cloister, 213 


EVRKUS Cathedral, rq7 


France. Romanesque monuments 


Exeter Cathedral. 211 (lag) 


(list), 170. 171 ; Gothic monu- 


Ezra. Churth of St. Geoi^e. 1 1 7 


ments (list). 2i6, 217; Retiais- 




sance monuments (list). 324, 325 




Frankfort. Sail House. 346 


Feraiij. Rock-cut Temple, 23 


FRllJallRG Cathedra!, 239, 242. 243 ; 


Fekrara Cathedral, i6t, 304. 


spire, 240 


Churches, 277, 293, Palaces Scro- 


Frejberg im Ekzgebirge. CuldCQ 


ta, Roverella, 283 


portal, 343 ■ 




FkiTzi.AR. Church, 243 ■ 


144 


Firi,DA. Monastery, 172, 173, 175 1 


Florence. Baptistery, 162. Barto- 


FiJRNESS. Abbey, pointed arches, 1 


lilli, Guadagni, Larderel, Pandol- 


2.9 1 


fini, Serristori palacee, 291. Cam- 


Ftr-TTEHPOHE SlKHRl. Mo5quc of 1 


panile, 263, 264 (147 a). Cathe- 


Akbar, 148 


dra] (Duomo, Santa Maria del 




Fiore), 257, 'jB. 263 ; fajade, 


Gandhara. Monasteries, 404 


261 ; marble incrustatbn, 263 ; 


Gaillon. Chlteau, 310 


dome, 273-275 ("47. '48, i59. 


GEL^■HAUSEN. Abbey church, 243, 


tSo). Church of San Miniato, 115, 


Castle ruins, 176 


161,162: of Or San Michele.a64. 


Genoa. Caropo Santo, 382, Cathe- 


Condi Palace, 2i):. loggia dei 


dral, west front, a6l. PALACES; 


Lanii, 266. Loggia di San Paolo, 


— Balbi, Brignole, Cambist, Do- 


281. Minor works, 287. Ospedale 


ria-Tursi (Municipio), Dqrano 


deglilnnocenti, 281. PalaiioVec 


(Rcaie), Pallavicini, Uiiiveriiiy, 


chio, 265. Pitti Palace, 280, 300, 


302. Sia. Maria di Carignano, 299 


3rq. Riccardi Palace, 279, 280, 


Germany. Mediaeval, 172. Roman- 


281, 290 (i6a). Rucellai Palace, 




280, 282. Santa Crocc, 258 ; Pa«ii 




Chapel of, 276 ; pulpit in, 2B1 ; 
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Gernrode. Romanesque church, 


Halberstadt Cathedral, 244. 


173 


Town hall, 345 


Gbrona Cathodral, 185. 249, 250 


Hallcarnassus. Mausoleum, 4, 


Ghent (Gand). Cloth hall, 347 


S3> 7". 72 (41) 


Ghekf Hossejm. Rock-cut temple, 


tlAMONtoNUAH, Temple, 410 


23 


IlAHi'TON Court, 326, 332 


GiFERTASHC (Kardassy). Temple, 


Hartford. Stale Capitol. 393 


■23 


llAURAN. Kjman works in, g2 ; 


Ghizeh, Pyramids,4; Pyramid of 


domestic Luildings, Il8 


Cheops, 7(1, at ; of Chephran. 8 ; 


HARDWlCKBHB!i,338 


of Mycerinus, 8. Sphini, Sphin;. Hatfield House, 2a>i | 


temple, 10(3,4) 


HErKLlNGEN. Romades(jue church, 


GtRNAR. Jaina lemples, 407. Tem- 


175 


ple of Neminalha, 407 


Heidelberg. Castle, 343 (192). 


Glasgow. Churches in Greek style. 


Ritler House. 346 


357 


HEiL»nF.BG Castle, 245 


Gloucester Cathedral, 178, 270, 


Hfj-dburg Castle. 342 


B22 ; cloisters, 222 ; east window. 


Hencreave Hall, 336 


327 : central tower, 32S ; Lady 


Hebculanum, 86. Amphitheatre. 


Chapel, 234 


92. Houses, 107. Theatre, (81) 


GosLAK. Palace of Henry 111., 176 


HERtFORS Cathedral, 230 


GouRNAH. Columns. 24. Temple, 


UlERAPOLls. Early Christian build- 


31 


ings in, Its 


Gran. Cruciform chapel, 338 


H1LI.ESHEIM. Kaiserhaus. 346- R*- 


Gkanada, 141. Alhambra, 142, 




"43. "44, 351 (84). Cathedral, 


hard, 173. Town hall, 245, We- 


348, 350; minor works in, 353. 


dekindsches Haus. 34b 


Palace of Charles V, , 353 (197) 


Holland House, 328 


Granc;e House, 357 


Howard Castle, 332 




HULLAbId. Temples, 409 ; double 


(list), 235, 336. Norman monu- 


temple. 4>o (228) ; Kaft Iswara, 


ments ;iUt), 181. Kenaissance 


410 


monuments (list), 337 




CUADAIAJAKA. InfanUdo, 350 


IFFLEV. Church, 179 (104) 


GtTJERAT, 146 


India, 146-149. Moslem monu- 


Gwalior. Jnina temples, 407. Pal- 


ments (list), 154. Non-Moslem 


ace, 409. Tcli-ka-maudir, 409 


monuments (list), 415 




InnsbrOck, Schloss Ambras, 339 


Haddon Hall. 336 


IPSAMBDUL (Abou Simbel). Grono 


Hague, Thb. Town hall, 336 


temples, 31, 23 (13) 


H Amslsckenb UKcCasIle, 343(191} 









Ireund. Celtic lowers. 176 
Isfahan. Meidan (Meidon-Stuh). 
Mesjid • Shah, Bazaar, Metlress, 

IssoiBE. Church of St. Paul, 165, 204 
Italy. Early Christian monuments 
(list), 119 ; Romanesque monu> 
menls (list), 170 ; Gothic monu- 
ments (list). 268-26g; Renais- 
s (list), 306-307 



Jaen Cathedra], 348, 350 
jAMALGiHl. Monastery, 405 
Jerusalem. Church of the Ascen- 
sion, IIS- Early Christian church- 
es, ill. Herod's temple, 41, 83. 
Mosque of Omar (Dome of the 
Rock. Kubbet-e5-Sakhrah). 116, 
136. Octagonal church on temple 
site, US. '16. Tonibs of the 
Kings, etc.. jg. Tomb of Absa- 
lom, of Hcickiah, Golden (late, 
Solomon's temple, 40. Wall of 
Lamentations, 41. Zerubbabel's 
temple, 41 

JAVNPORE. 145 

KALABSHfl. Columns, 12. Temple, 

23 

Kale Louztai. Church, 117 (6g> 
Kalbijrgah, 146 
Kanaruk. Hindu temples, 40S 
KA^rroHNUGcUR. Hindu temple, 408 
Kardassy (Gherlashi). Temple, 23 
KAKil. Chaityas, 404 
Karlstein Castle, 245 
Karnak. 50. Great Temple (of 

Amen Ka) and Hypostyle Hall, 

xjiiii., 17, 18, ig, 24, 36 (11, la). 

Ancient temple, 13. Temple of 

Khonsu, 16, 20 



Kascmau Cathedral, 945 

Kasr. Mound, 31 

Keddlesi'one Hall. 334 

Kelat Semak. Church of St. Sim- 
eon Sty I ites, 117 

KhajUeaho. Jaina temples, 407. 
Kandarya Mahadeo, 408 

Khorsabad. Palace of Sargon, 
31, 33. (18). City Gate. 3a, 33, 
(19) 

KlKKSTALL Abbey, poilitetl arches, 
sig 

KSmceberg. Church at, 244 

KovuNjiK. Palaces of Sennacherib 
and Assur-bani-pal, 3t 

KuTTENBERC. Chim;h of St. Bar- 
bara, 239, 240 

Laach, Abbey of, 174 
Labyrinth (of Moeris or Fayoum 

in Egypt), 35 
La MttETTE. Chateau, 314 
Lands EiLiT. Resident, 342. Sl 

Martin's, 240, 144 
LrtNOBES Cathedral, 167 
Laon Cathedral, 197, 105, 2o6, 210 : 

La RocHEFOitcAULD. Chateau, 315 
Laval Cathedral (La Ttinile), aoi 
Le Ma.ss Cathedral, 197, 200, 305, 

206 (tl8) : tomb in, 310 
Leon. Cathedral, igg 249. Pan- 

teon of S. Isidoro, I7g, iSo 
Le Puy (Puy^n-Vilay). Church. 

204 ; cloister of same, 213 
Leipzig. t'Drstenhaus. 346 
Lbmgo. Town hall, 344 
Levden. Town hall, 336 
LlCHl'lELl) Cathedral, 22 

{'35) ; west from. 22S (134) ; 

spire, 229 
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Li£ge. Archbishop's Talace, 334. 
Church of St. Jacques, 247 

Limhurg-us-the-Hakht. Church, 
193 

LiMUUkixtN-LAHN. Abbey Church, 
174. Cathedral of SI. George, 
239 (139) 

Limoges Cathedral, 197, 305, 212 

Lincoln Cathedral, 219, 2x5. 229, 
933 ; west front. 337 ; central tuw- 
or, 23S ; chapter-house, 333 

Lisbon, 352 

LisiEUX Cathedral, 197 

LiVEHPOOU St. George's Hali, 358 
(199) 

Loire Valley. Churches of, 165 

LoMBAKDV. Romanesque monu- 
ments in, 157 

London. Albert Memorial, 380, 
Albert Memorial Hall, 3S2. Bank 
of England, 334, 356. British Mu- 
seum, 356 (igS) ; Elgin marbles 
in, 57 ; mausoleum fmgments in, 
71. Cathedral (St. Paul's), 327- 
331 (iSfl, 187). Chapel Royal 
(Banqueting Hall, Whitehall), 329 
(185). churches:— Bow Church, 
33a : St. George's, Bloomsbury, 
333 ; Si. Martin 's-in-the-Fields, 
333 ('89) ; St. Mary's, Woolnoth, 
333 ; St. Pancras's, 357 ; St. 
Paul's Calhcdrai, 329-331 (1B6, 
187) ; St. Paul's, Coveol Garden, j 
329 ; St Stephen's, Walbrook, \ 
331 ; St. Stephen's Chapel. West- 
minster, 234 ; Temple Church, 
pointed arches in, 219; Westmin- 
ster Abbey, 220 (137) ; Henry 
VU.'s chapel in same, iga. 223, 
227, 229, 234 (136). Greenwich 
Hospital, 332. Mansion House, 
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334. Natural History Museum, 
South Kensington, 3S1 (llG). 
New Law Courts, 380. Newgale 
I'riEjon, 334. Hariiaroent Houses, 
234. 330 (lis). Someraet House, 
329, 333. South Kensington Mu- 
seum, new buildUig. 382. Uni- 
versity, 357. Westminster Abbey, 
see above. Westminster Hall, 233. 
Whitehall Palace, 329; Banqueting 
Hall (Chapel Royal) in same, 329 
(18S) 

LoNGLEAT House, 328 

LouvAiN Caiheoral, 246, 247. Cloth 

hall, 247. Town hall, 248 (144) 

LUbeck. City Gates. 246. St. 
Mary's, 24a, 244. St, Catharine's, 
244, Town hall, 246 

Lucca. Campanile, 264. Cathe- 
dral (5. Martino). 161, 257, 258, 
2bo (149) 1 tempietto in same, 2S1 j 
tomb of P. di Noceto in same, 2S1 
(1B4). S. Frediano, S. Michcle, 
161. Minor works, 282, 283. 
Palazzo Prelorio. Pal, Bemardini, 
283 

Lui'lANA Monastery, 350 

LuxoH, 50. Temple, ig, ao. Osirid 

Luz. Church at. 3^2 
LvciA. Tombs, 37, 39, 52 
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First palace, 350. New 
Palace, 35a 

VlAURiD, Chlteau de (at Boulogne), 
314 

MAOimA. Choultrie of Tirumalla 
Nayak, 411. Great Temple, cor- 
ridors, 411, Palace, 413 

l*AFRA. Palace, 353 

WAGDEBURGCathedtlLl6(i,1S,■»■^'"i^ 



K TrUbau. Castle portal. 
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Maisoks. Chateau, 339 

Malaga. Alcamr, 142, 143. Ca- 
Uiedrai, 348 

Maunes (Mechlin). Cathedral of 
St. Romhaut, 246. 347. Cloth 
ball, 347. Motel du Saumon, 324 

Manchester, Assize Courts, 380 
(ai6) 

Manikvala. Tope, 403 

Manresa. CoUegiute Church, 249 

Maktin.«a. Theatre, 69 

Mantua. Campanile, 164. Church 
of S. Andrea. 279. Early Renais- 
sance palaces, 283. Palazzo del 
Te, s 

Marbuki;. St. Elizabeth, 240, 243 
(140) 

Marienuurg Castle, Great Hall, 245 

Marienwexdgr. Castle, 245 

Marseilles. Chapel of St. Lazare, 
310. Fountain of Longchampis, 
37a (an) 

Mashita. Palace of Chosroes. 145 

Massachusetts. Country house in 
(M5) 

Maulbronn. Monastery, 176 

M A YENCE Cathedral. 174 

MEAt;x Cathedral, 212 

Mecca. Kaabah, 136 

Medina de Rio Seco. Rood- 
screen, 352 

Medinet Aboii. Osirid piers, 24 
(15). Pavilion of Rameses III-, 
26. Peripteral temple, 22. Tomb- 
temple of Kameses 111., 15, 21 

Meissen. Albrechtsburg, 345 

MeroE. Pyramids, 9 

Metz Cathedral, 244 

Mkvdoum. Stepped pyramid, 9 



Milan, 157. Arcade, 382. Cathe- 
dral, 243. 255, 257, 360. 261, 263, 
ZC13, 364. Domical churches. 378. 
Ospedale Mag^ore. 283. S. Am- 
brogio, 15S, 159(90). S. Eustor- 
gio, Portinari Chapel in. 3B3. S. 
Satiro, sacristy of, 289. Sta. Ma- 
ria delte Grazie, 378, 3S9 

Miletus. Temple of Apollo Didy- 
roa;us, 53, 66 <a8, 39) 

MlNDKN Cathedral, 344 

Minneapolis. Sute Capitol, 400 

M(ERI3. Labyrinth of, 36 

Mdissac. Cloister, 170, 213 

MoNREALE, Churches, cathedral. 

Mons. Cathedral, St. Wandru, 246, 
247 

Montepulciano. Church of S. 
Blagio, 294 

MoNTMAJouR. Cloister, 170, 313 

Mont St. Michel. Abbey, 167, 
168, ai3, 314; cloister of same, 
213 

Moret. House oE Francis I., 316 

Moscow. The Kremlin, 366 

Mosul, 33 

Mount Abu. Jaina temples. Tem- 
ple of Vimalah Sab. 405, 406 (aafi) 

Mount Athos. Monastery, 134 

MuGHEIR. Temple of Sin or Hur- 

Mujelibeh. Mound. 31 

Mukteswara. Hindu temples, 
409 

MDlhausen. Town hall, 344 

Munich, 366. Aueltirche, 375, Ba- 
silica, 375. Cathedral. 240, 243. 
Glyptothek, 359. Ludwigskirche, 
375. Propyliea, 360 (301). Rnh- 
meshalle, 359. St. Michael's, 344. 



INDEX. 44S " 


MifNSTER. Church at, 143. Towd 


Patrick. 375, 391. Century Club, 


hall, 24S 


399- City Hall, 389. Custom 


MtlNZENHEBQ. Castle niins. 176 


House. 390 (aai). Grace Church, 




391. Huntington house, 399. 


Lion Gate. 44 {"")■ Tholos of 


Madison Square Garden, Metro- 


AttEus, 45, 46, 148 (84, 95). 


politan Club, 399. Si. Paul's, 386. 


Tombs. 4 


Sub-Treasury, 390. Times Build- 


MvLAssA. Tomb, 72 


ing (2Z4). Trinity Church, 391. 


MVKA. Theatre, 69. Tomba, 7a 


Vanderbilt and Villari) houses, 399 




NImes. Amphitheatre, 92. Maison 


Nakbok Wat, Tcanpie of, 413 


Carrie, 93, 94 


Naksh-1-Roiistam (Persepolis), 


NlMROUO. Palaces of Assur-naiir- 


36. Tomb of Darius. 37 


pal and Shalmaneser, 31, 33 


Nancy, Ducal Palace, ai6, 311 


Nineveh, 31 


Nahkin. Porcelain Tower, 414 


Nippui (Niffer). Ruins of, ag, 31 


Naples, Arcade, 33*. Arch of Al- 


NoKMANlJy. Romanesque churches 


phonso, 287. Churcb of Gesii 


in, 167, 177; cathedrals in, 197, 213 


Nuovo, 304 ; of S. Francesco di 


North Germany, Brick churches 


Paola, 305, 365 ; of S. Lorenio, 


in. 244 


363 ; of S. Seveto (173) Minor 


North Woburn, Rumford House, 


works, 281, aSa, Pal. Gravina, 


387 


Porta Capuaoa, 337. Royal Mu- 


Norwich Cathedral, 177, 178, aao 


seum, 304. Royal Palace, 304. 


NoYON Cathedral, 197, aoo, 203, 


305. Theatre of S. Carlo, 305. 


ao5, 246 


365 


Nubia. EarlyChristiaobuildings.iiS 


Narbonne Cathedral, 197, 105, ail 


Nuremberg, asS, Churches of St. 


Nassick. Choityas. 404 


Sebald. St. Loreni, 245. Funk, 


Naitkratis, 44 


Hir^hvogel, and Keller houses. 1 


Naumburc. Church at, 243 


345. Renaissance houses, 345- J 


Netkerlanos, 146. Gothic monu- 


Town hall, 344- Shrine of Sv J 


rocQta (list), 253-153- 


Sebald. 347 1 


Neuwkiler. Church of St. Peter 


1 


and St. Paul, 243 


Olvmpia- Altis, Echo Hali, 69. ■ 


Nbvers. St. Etienne, 165 


Heraion. 50, 62. Temples, 55 ^ ' 


New Mexico. Spanish churches, 


sculptures from, 57. Temple of 


3B8 


Zeus, 6a 


Newport. Town hall, 388. Trin- 


Oppenheim. St. Catharine's, 239. 


ity Church, 386 


342, 244 


New York. American Surety 


OimEYl-okE. Hindu temples, pal- 


Building, Broadway Chambers, 


ace, 409 


397. Casino, 399. Cathedtal of 


OkANGE. Theatre, 101 


St. John the Divine, 399 ; of St. 


_«„ j 
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Okc.iEans. Houses, 316, Town 

hall(h6[e1de viJk), 311 
Okvtet'j Caihedral, 257, 359, afii ; 

fa^de of same, 260 
OsNABRfICK, Church at, 243 
OlTMARSHBIM. Church at, 172 
OtiliENARDE, Town hall, 347 
OuRscAMP. Hospital, 214 
OxtoJLD. All Souls' College, 333. 

Caihedral (Christ Church), 220. 

Z3Z. Christ Church Hall, 233, 

334- Merton College Chapel, Z34. 

Radcliffe Librar>-, 333. bheldoni 

an Theatre, 333 

Paderborn. Town hall, 344 
Padua. Arena chapel, 35S. Palaz- 
zo del ConsigUo, 287 
P.HSTIIM. Basilica, 69. Temple 
PaillV. Chateau, 317 
Palekmo, Churches of Eremi' 

La Mortorana, 162 
Palm\-ra, 83. Temple of the Sun, 

qx. Ceiling panels (50 a) 
Parasnatma. Jaina temples, 407 
Paris. Arch ot Triumph of the Car- 
rouscl, 362, 363 : of I'Eioile, 362, 
363 (104), Bourse (Exchange). 
363. Cathedra! (Notre Dnmc). 
189, 197-202, 249 (116, 117, 
124); rose windows, 203, 212; 
chapels, 305 ; size, 3d6. 333 ; weal 
front, 307, 237 (134) : capital 
from {laS *) ; early carving (laa). 
cm'RCKES : — Chapel am! Dome ( 
of the Invah'des, 321 (i8a) ; Ma- 
deleine, 363, 363 (205) ; Panlhtbn, 
361, 362 (302,303); Sacn'-Cieur 
at Montmanre, 373 ; Sainte Cha- 
pelle, 185, 303, 324(106, lai) ; 
capital from same (126 a); Sor~ 



bonne, 319; St. Auguslin, 371; 
Ste. ClothUde. 371, 375 : SL 
Ktienne-du-MoDt, Si. EusUche, 
312 ; St. Jean de Bellei-i!lc, 371 ; 
St. Merri, St. Sevirin, 213 ; St. 
Paul-St. Louis, 319: St. Sulfuce, 
333. 3^1 (1S3) : St. Vincent-de- 
I'aul, 364 ; Val-de-Gitce, 323, Col- 
1^ Chaptal, 371. Colonnades of 
the Garde-Meuble, 361, 367. Col- 
umn of July (Coionne JuJllet), 365. 
Corps Lrfgislatif (Palais Bourixin), 
363. E^le der^ Beaux-Arts, 355. 
370. 39*. 303 ; library of same, 
364; door (206). EcoledeMede- 
cioe, new buildings, 374. Exhibi- 
tion buildings, 374. FOUNTAINS ; 
—of Cuvicr, Moliire, St. Michel, 
372. Halles Centrales. 371. H6- 
tel-de-Ville {town hall), 316 ; new 
building, 373. hCtei-s : — Camava- 
let (de Ligeris). 316; de Cluny. 
216 ; des Invalides, 321. House of 
Francis I. (Maison Francis I.), 
316, Library of the Beaux-Arts, 
364 ; o[ Ste. Geneviive, 365. 
Louvre (see palaces). Museum 
(Musee) Gallicra (aia). Opera 
House (Nouvel Opira), 372 (210), 
PALACES : — Palais Bourbon (Corps 
Ltigislatif), 363 ; Palais de I'ln- 
dustrie, 364 ; Pal. de Justice. 364 ; 
Louvre and Tuileries, 215, 315- 
319, 321, 362, 371, 372 {179, aoA, 
aog) ; Luxemburg Palace, 318 
(180). rt.ACP.s (Squares) ;—de la 
Concorde, 324 ; Royale, 319; Ven- 



Railwi 



Mdu 



Nord, de I'Est, d'Orlcans). 373. 
Sorbonne, new academic build- 
ings, 374. 



Pau 



Koiui 



lesquc churcli, 
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1, 157. Cenosa, 355, sta, 2(13, 
37S, 3S3, 184 (151, IS3). Oiurcli 
of S. Michele, 159. Domjcul 
churches, 878 

Tekin. Summi:r pavilion, Temple 
of Great Uragon, 414 

Pekuamon (Pergamus). Alter ol 
Eumenes II., 67. Chriscian build- 
ings, 118 

Periuueux. St. front, 164 (94,95) 

FeHOOR. Temple, 41 1 

PftKsEPoLls, 145. Columns, 37, 38 
(al). Hall of Xerxes, 36,37, Pal- 
aces, 35, 69 

Persia, Moslem archilecture, 145 
146 (list 154). Sassanian build- 
ings, 144, 14s 

Pekugia. Oratoty of San Bernar- 
dino, 279. Town hall (Pal. Cora- 
munale), 36b, Komao Gates, 38 

PBTtRBOHouGH Cathedral, 178. aao ; 
retro-choir, aia ; west front, 227 
45. 



Phi-:^ 



i:E). 



Sculptures from, 57. Temple of 
Apollo Hpicurius, 65 

Philadelphia. Christ Church, 386 
(ai8). Girard College, 390, 391. 
Independence Hall. 38S. Marine 
Exchange, Mint, 390. Municipal 
Building, 391 

Phie..«. Great TemfJe, aa. Perip- 
teral temple, M 

PiAi.'KSZA, 137. Campanile. 159 
(91). Cathedral (91), I'own ball. 
aCb 



PiEHREFOHDS. ChSteau, 371 
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Plsa. Churches in, 115, a5l ; minor 
works in, aSa ; early Renaissance 
in, 283-363. Baptistery, 160 (ga). 
Cathedral (Duonio), 159, 160, 276 
(ga, g3). leaning Tower, 160 
(ga), Sta. Maria della iSpina, 264 
f'lSTDiA, Campanile, 264. Churches, 
ibi, a6i. Podesti, Palazzo Com- 
munale, 266. bta. Maria dell' 
UmiltA, a93 
Pittsburgh. Camegie Building, 
397, Carnegie Library, 399. 
County Buildings, 394 
Plaonit/,. Caslle, 343 
Pi.ASiENBL-Rc. Casllc, 343 
roiriiins Cathedral, 197, 201, 205 
PoLA. Amphitheatre, 92. loa 
PoMPEi:. Amphitheatre, 92. Baths, 
S6. Houses. 7a, 107, loS ; House 
of Pansa (65), Theatre. lOI. 
Tombs, 105 
Pont du Card. Bridge, loB 
Portsmouth, Sherburne House, 

387 
Portugal, 352, Gothic monuments 

(list), 253 
Potsdam. St. NicholasChurch, 359 
Prague. Belvedere, 339. Cathe- 
dral, 239, 343, 244. PaLice uii 
Hradschin, Schloss Stem. Wald- 
slein palace, 339 
Pkati). Churches in, 161, 293. Ma- 
donna delle Careen, 378 
Prentklau, Church, 244 
PRIENE. Ionic order, 53 1 Propykea, 
69 



164. 



Houses at, ai4 

PURl. Temples, 408. Temple of 

JugganSt, 409 
PuKUDKUi.. Kock-cut ralhs, d^vt, 
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Ramessel'si (Thebes). Tomb-lemple 
of Rameses II.. 15, at. 24 (8) 

Ramisseram. Temple, comdors,4i I 

Ratisbon (Regensburg) Cathedral, 
239, 241. 244. Town hali, 245. 
Walhalla, 359 

Ravenna, 114.- Baptistery of St. 

(list), :34. Cathedral, 304. Early 
Christian monumenls (list), 119. 
S. Apollinarc Nuovo, S. Apollinare 
inCla5se,ll4. S. Vitale, 117. laa. 
127. 172 (73) 
REr.Gio. Amphitheatre. 92 
Reims Cathedral, i8q, 197. 201, 202, 
203, 205 ; size, 206 : west front, 
207, 213, 217 ; towers, 209 ; por- 
tals, 208, 210 
RiMrNi. S. Francesco, 277 
Rochester Cathedral, 220 
RoDEz Cathedral, 197, 212 
Rome. Ancient monuments. (Hsl) 
toS, tog Amphitheatre of Statii- 
ius Taunts, 102. arches ; — in 
general, 77. 103 ; of Constantine. 
flo, 103 (63) ; of Septimius Sevenis, 
103 ; of Titus. 92, 103 ; of Trajan. 
97. 103. BASILICAS ;— in general. 
97, 98 ; Basilica vEmilia. q8 ; of 
Constantine, xxili, 80. 8a. gS, 99 
(50 ». 38, S9) ; Julian Basilica, 
98 ; Sempronian, 98 ; Ulpian, 97. 
Q8 (57). (For Early Christian Ba- 
silicas, see Churches.) baths 
(Thermic): — in general, 71, ga, 
99 ; of Agrippa, ql, icm ; of Ca- 
racallu, 87, 92 (60) : of Diocletian, 
92. 100, 101 ; of Titus, 86, 91, 
100, 105. Canjpanile of Campi- 
doglio (Capitol). 305, Capitol, 91; 
palaces on, 299. chubciies : — 



in general, 293 ; Church of G 
299 ; Sisline Chapel of Vati 
aS5. 289 : Sta. Agnese (basilic* 
112 (modem church), 303 ^ I 
Agostino, 286 ; S. Clemente, 1 
Su. CosiauM, III (66); St. Jol 
I^leran, 1 13, 251, 304, 305 ; 
icr of same, 281 ; S. Lorenil 
112; S. I,oren«) in Miranda, 93 
Sta. Maria degll .\ngeli, 11 
Maria Maggiore, 1 13. 305 ; Chap 
of Sixtus V. in same, 299 ; St 
Maria del Popob, 186, 2B7 ; Chy 

della Villoria, 303 ; Sta, Mall 
sopra Minerva, 25(1 : St. Paul-b 
yond-the- Walls, 113,281 (67, MJ' 
.St. I'cler's, ori^nal basilica, 113 
existing church of, 274, 286, 1 
290, 294-396, 299, 321 (169, 1 
171) ; colonnade of same, 29S 
303, 367 ; sacristy of s 
.S. rictroin Montorio,TemiMettoii 
court of, 209. ancusES: — MaitB 
raus, 103 : of Caligula and Nero, 
103, 113. Cloaca Maxim 
Colosseum (Flavian amphilbeatre) 
91. 9a, I02(45,fla). 
103 ; of Marcus AureliU! 
of Trajan, 97. 104. Early ChtiM 
tian monuments. III ; (list), . 
119. Fora: — b general, 97: of 
Augustus, 9t, 97; of Julius, Nep 
va, Vespasian. 97 ; Forum Ronui 
num (Magnum), 97,98; Forumo 
Trajan, 97, 9S (57). Fountain a 
Trevi, 305. houses :— iaeener4 
lOS, 106, 108 ; of Vestals (Atriuq 
Vestic), 94, 106: of I.tvio, 107 
Laleraa. carved ornament fi 
Museum of (49): palace of, 3 
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Mausoleum of Augfustus, of Hadri- 
an, 104. Minor Works in Rome, 
^87. Monument lo Victor Em- 
manuel, 2$7. National Museum. 
382. PALACES (Anrient):— of Cic- 
sars on Palatine Hill, 86, qi, 105 ; 
of Nero (Golden lluust), 91, g2. 
100, los ; Scplizoniutn, loj. pal- 
aces (Renaissance) : — Altemps, 
Igj : Barberini, 304, 305 ; Bor- 
Khese, 304 ; Braschi, 305 ; of 
Capitol, 299 ; Cancelleria, iijo, 
agr ; Coraini. 305 : Famese, 392 
(167, 168) ; Kamesina. 391 ; Gi- 
tnud, 190. 391 (166) 1 Lanie, 393 ; 
Massimi, Palma, 391 ; Quirinal, 
300 ; Hacchetti. 291 ; Vatican, 
Belvedere, greaterand lesser court, 
Court of 5. Damaso. Loggie, 309. 
agi ; Braccio Nuovo, 305, 365: 
Casino del Papa in gardens, 293 ; 
papal residence, 300 ; Scala Rcg- 
gia, 305 ; palazzo di VencEia, 3B6, 
Pantheon of Agiippa, 83, 91. 94- 
q6, 100. u8, 122, 127, 365 (54, 
SSi S^)- Pons .'Elius (Ponle S. 
Angelo) loB. F'orta Maggiore. 
108. Portico of Octavia, 91. 
TEMPLES^;— Of Castor and Pollux 
(Dioscuri), 8i:_gi^!y (44); of 
Concord, 94 ; of Faustina. 93 ; 
of Fortuna Virilis'7 69. 90. 93 ; 
of Hercules or Vesta. 90 : of Ju- 
lius. 94 ; of Jupiter Capitulinus, 
68, 89. 91 ; of Jupiter Staior, so 
called (see Temple of_ Castor and 
Pollux) ; of Jupiter Tonans, 91 ; 
of Mais Ultor, 91 ; of Minerva 
Medtca, 137; of Peace. 981 of 
Trajan, 97 ; of Venus and Rome. 
94 (53) ; of Vesta, in Forum, 94 ; ' 
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of Vesta, so called, or Hercules, 

90. THEATKES ; — Of MaTcellus, 

91. loi (4a) ; of Mummius, ot 
Pompey, 101. tombs : — 86, 104 ; 
of Csius Cestius. of Cedlia Me- 
tella, 104 ; of Helena, ii3 

Rosen BO Rfi Castle, 336 
RosHELM. Church fajade, 175 
RoTHENBURG. Town hall, 344 
Rouen. 310. Cathedral, 19a, 197, 
201, 203, 205 ; size of. 306 ; west 
front, 207; rose windows, 312. 
H6tel Bourglheroude, 316. Palais 
dc Justice, 314. St. Maclou, 209, 
St. Ouen, 213, 313. 375 ; rose wiij- 
dow from (iii) 
RouifEiiiA. Eaiiy Christian church, 

"7 
RovAL Domain, 166, 167, 197 
Rt;ANWALLi. Topes, 403 
Russia, 367. BTzontine monuments 
(list), :34 

Sadri. Temple, 406 
Sakkarah. Pyramid, 9 
Salamanca. Casa de las Conchas, 

349. Cathedral (old). iSo, 348 ; 

(new), 250, 34B. Monastery of S. 

Girolamo, 348. S. Domingo, 34S. 

University, 349 ; portal of (IQS) 
SALismiKV Cnlhedral, 319, 383, 325, 

229, 232 (laS) ; west front. 228 ; 

spire. 239, 299. Market pmss, 334 

Salonica. Church of St. George, 

8. Other monuments (list), 134 

Salsbttb. Viharas. 405 

Salzburg. Church of St. Francis, 

Samos. Cnte. 45 

SANCHT. Brahman temple. 404. 
Tope. 403 
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San Ildefonso, Royal Palace, 352 
Sakaoossa. Casa de Zaporta, 350 

1196) 

Saxony, 173 

SCHALABURG. CsSllC, Jjq 

ScHLETTSTADT Calhedtal, 239 
ScHLoss HXmelschenbitkg, 343 

(■91) 
ScHLOSS PoRziA al Spital, 338 
SCHLoss Stern at Prague, 339 
Schwa rz-Rheindokf. Church, 174] 
SchwbinfCrth. Town hall, 344 
SciKDE, 146 ' 

Secundra. Tomb ot Akbar, 148 
Seoinga. Hathoric columns. 24 
S^EZ Cathedral, 197 
Segovia Cathedral, 190, 249, 348. 

Church -1 S. Millan, o( Tcmplare, 

iBo 
Selini's. Temples. 49 ; northern 

temple, 60 ; Temple of Zeus, 61 
Semneh. Pttvilioa, a6 
Senlis Cathedral, 197, zoo. sot) 
Sens. Archbishop's palace, 317. 

Cathedral, 203, 2lg 
SERGISTA74, Sassanian buildings, 

144 
Seville. Alcazar, 142, 143. Casa 

de Rlato (House of Pilate), 142, 

350. Cathedral, 244. 350. 257, 

351, Giralda, 142, 143, 3S3 
SuEErREE. Pathan arches. 148 
SlENN'A. , Brick houries, z65. Cam. 

panile. 264. Cathedral (Duomo), 
S57. 259. 263 (150) : west front, 
260(151). IjJggin del Papa, 282, 
Minor works. 282, palaces;- 
Del Govemo, Piccolomini, Span- 
lufcchi, 2S2 : Palazzo Pubblico. 
366. Renaissance churches, 393. 
S. Giovanni in Konte, 260 
Sn-StLEH. Grotto temple, 22 



Cathcdtal. 197, 2O0. 203. 
205, 243 
SOMHATH. Jaina temple, 407 
SOM.VATHFUR. Chalukyan temples, 

Southwell Minster, carving from, 
(lis) 

Spain, 347. Gothic monuments (list), 
253. Romanesque churches. 179- 
180 

Spalato. Palace of Diocletian, qx, 
106. 113 (64) 

Spital. Schloss Ponia, 33S 

Spikes (Speycr) Cathedral. 174 
(100) 

St. Alban's Abbey, tombs, etc., in, 
334 

St. Auchstise. Fon Marion (S. 
Marco), 388, Ponce de Leon Ho- 
tel, 399. Roman Catholic cathe- 
dral, 38B. 



Ante- 



St. BenoIt-sur 
church, 177 

St. Denis, Abbey church, 197, 
198, 200, 302, 203 (120) : tomb of 
Ixiuis XII. in. 316 ; of Francis I.. 
317 

St. Gebmain-SN-Lave. ChAteao, 
313 : Royal chapel in, 204 

St. Gilles. Church. 165 

St. Louis. Union Trust Bdg., 397 

St. Petebsbuhc, 366, 367. Admi- 
ralty, 367. Cathedral of St. Isaac. 
367 (207). CHURCHES :— <jf the 
Citadel, of ihe Greek Rite, 356; 
of Our Ijidy of Kar^n, 3C7. New 
Museum, Palace of Grand Duke 
Michael, 367. Smolnoy Monas- 
tery, 366. 

St. K£mv, Tombs, loj r 

STAUifE, 93 

Stockholm. Palace. 337 
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SntASBURG Calhedral, 343; spire 


S. M-irlino, 350, Hospital of Sta. 


of, 238, 240, 241, S43. University 


Cruz, 349. S. Juan de loa Reyes, 


Buildings. 376 


SSI 


Stuti GART. Old Castle, 343. Tech- 


ToKNERRE. Hospital, 314 


nical School, 376 


ToRGAU. Hartenfels Castle, 343 


Stvria, 339 


ToRO. Collegiate church, 180 


SuLLV. Chateau, 317 


Toulouse Cathedral, 312. Church 


SULTANiVEH. Tomb, 145 


of St. Semin, 304. Houses, 317 


SUNIUM. Propylia, 69 


TOURNAT Cathedral, 190, 197, aoj, 


SusA, 145, Paloccs. 35 


209 ; rood-screen in. 335 


Syracuse. Theatre, 70 


Tours, 310. Cathedral, 197, 205. 


Syria, lai; carlyChristinn churches 


309; towers of, 312 ; tomb of chil- 


in, IIS, "6. "7; (iisl), 119 


dren of Charles VIII. in, 310. 341 




TRAUsNiiii Castle, 343 


Tahbie. Ruined Mosque, 145 


Trbvbs (Trier). Cathedral. 174. 


Tafkhah. Early ChrirtaiaOmith, 
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Church of Our Lady). 189. 24a, 


Takht-i-Bahi. Monastery, 405 


343 <'43) 


TanuermUnde. Chureh. 244 


T ROY ES Cathedral, 197. aoi, 305; 


Tanjore. Great temple, 412. Pal- 


sie, 206 ; west portals. 309. St. 


ace, 413. Shrine of Soubromanya, 


Urbain. 212 


413 (aig) 


Tucson. Church, 353 


Tarputry. Gopura, 411 


TuPABAMAVA, Topes, 403 


Tehekan, 146 


Turin. Church of I.a Superga,36s 


Tel-EL-Amarna, 27 


Turkey, 149. Monumenia (list), 154 


' Tkwkesburv Abbey. 222 (130) 


TuscuLUM. Amphitheatre, 9a 


Thkhes. Amenopheum, 15. Ram- 


Tyrol, 338. 339 


esseura, 15 (8) 




THORicus. Gate, 45 ; Stoa Diple. 


UDAlPUR(nearBhilsa). Hindu tern- 


69 


plea, 409 


TiNNEVELLY. Dravidlan temples. 


Ulm Cathedra], 338, 339, 241, 243 ; 


411 


spire. 341 


TiRUVALUR. DravWian temples, 


UK. 30 


411 


UsBiNO. Ducal palace, 387 ^— 


TiKYKS, 44 


Utrecht Cathedral, 344 ^H 


TlvoLI. Circular temple, 90, 356 


■ 


(Sa). VILLAS :— D'Este. 293 ; of 


Valencia Cathedra], 249 ^^H 


Hadrian, 3?, 106 


Valladolid. Cathedral. 350. S, Gr^ 


ToKlQ. Great Talace, 415 


gorio, portal (146) 


Toledo. Archbishop's Palace, 360. 


Veu/ire. Gopura, 411 


Cathedral, 1S9, 34S, 348. Gale of 


VendAme Cathedral, portal , 300 ^^ 
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Vknetca, 157, 263, 30s 

Venice, 300. (.'ampaniles of St. 
Mark, of S. Giorgio Maggiore, 
305. CHURCHES ;—Friiri {S. M. 
Gloriosa dei Frari), 256 ; Redeii- 
tore, 3^ ; S. Giobbe, SS4 ; S. 
Giorgio dei Grechi, 293 ; S. Gior- 
gio Maggiore, sgg, 305 ; SS. Gio- 
vanni e Paolo, as6 ; Sla. Maiia 
Formosa. 193 ; S. M. dei Miracoli, 
283 1 S. M. della Salute, 304, 
(174) ; St. Mark's, tja, 164 (78, 
79) ; Library of ssme (Royal Pal- 
ace), 301 (171) ; S. Salvatore, 
393 ; S. Zaccaria, 284. Doge's 
Palace, 267, 3S4 (137)- Minor 
works, 387. PALACES : — 367, 283, 
384 ; Ci d'Oro, Cavalli, Conlariai- 
Fasao, 268 ; Comaro (Corner de 
Ck Grande) 301 ; Dario, 385 ; 
Ducale (Doge's Palace), 2G7, 284 
('S7) ; Foscari, aC8 ; Grimani, 
300 ; Pesaro, 304 ; Pisani. 268 ; 
ReiTonico, 304 ; Vendramiai (Ven- 
dramin-Calergi), 284, 285 (l6s) ; 
Zorzi, capital, 375 (158) 

VercelLi. S. Andrea, 356, 263 

Verneuil. Chateau, 317 

Verona, 157. Amphitheatre, gz, 
102. Campanile, 264. Church of 
Sta. Anastasia, 3j6, 258 ; of S. 
Zeno, 159, 175. palaces;— 283 ; 
Bevilacqua, Canossa, 300 ; del 
Consiglio, 286 j Pompeii, Vend, 
300. Tombs of Scaiigers, 364 

Versatlles Palace, 320 

VfafiLAY, Abbey, 166, 198, 203 

ViCENZA, 300, 301. Basilica, 301. 
PALACES ;— 2S3 ; Barbarano, Chi- 
eregati, Tiene, Valmarano, 301. 
Villa Capra, 301, 338 



Vlenna, 347. Ar^nal at Wiener 
Ncustadt, 338. Burgtheater, 376. 
Cathedra! (St. Stephen), 339, 240. 
341 : spire of, 340, 341. Church 
of St. Charles Borromeo, 358. 
Imperial Palace, portal, 339. Mu- 
seums, 378, Opeia House, 376, 
Parliament liouse, or Reichsraths- 
gebaUde, 360, 378. Residence- 
block (Maria-Thercsienhof), 378 
(314). StB. Mariain Uestade, 245. 
Town hill. University, 378. Voliv 
Kirche. 375 

VlJAYANAGAR. PalaCC ,413 

ViN'CBNNKS. Royal chapel, 304 
ViTKRUo. Houses, 267, Town hall 

(Palazio Commuoale), 366. Vilia 

Lantc, 293 
VoLTEKRA (Volaterra;). Gate, 88 

Waltham. Abbey, 178. Eleanor'* 

Cross, 334 
WahfieU). St Michael's, window 

(III) 
Warkah (Erech). Palace terraces, 

31 
Wartbubh Castle. 176 
Washington, Capitol, 389, 391 

(aao), Congressiooai Library. 

399. Patent Office, 390. State, 

Army, and Navy Building, 393. 

White House, 390 
Wells fathedral, 222, 325, 232 

west front, 338 ; chapter house ol 

223 (131) 
Westminster, See London 
Westonkovland, Ceiling of Si" 

Maiy'8 (138) 
Westover House, 386 
Wiener-Neustadt. Sec VtBNNA 
Williamsburg. Town hall. 383 
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Wilton House, 329 

Wi;iCHESTER Cathedral, 178, 220, 

222, 226, 229 (Z03) ; tombs, etc., 
in, 234 

Windsor. St George's Chapel, 

223, 227, 234 

WiSMAR. Castle (Ftlrstenhof), 343. 

City Gates, 246 
WoBURN. Public Library (223) 
WoLLATON Hall, 328 
WoLFENBtJTTEL. Marienkirche, 345 
WoLTERTON Castle, 326 
WoRANGUL. Kurti Stambha, 410 
Worcester Cathedral, 233 



Worms. Minster (Cathedral), 174 

(I") 
WtlRZBURG. University Church, 345 

Xanten. Church, 242 
Xanthus. Nereid monument, 71 

York Cathedral, 192, 225, 226 ; 

west front, 227 ; tower, 228 ; mi 

nor works in, 234 
Ypres. Cloth hall, 247 

Zurich. Polytechnic School, 376 
ZWETTL Cathedral, 242 
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College Histories of Art. 

A HISTORY OF PAINTING. 

BV 

JOHN C. VAN DYKE, L.H.D. 

PnifeasOT of the Hisloij of Art in Rutgers Collegff, and Author of] 

'• Prinriplei of Art," " Art for Art'i Sake," elc. 

With Fronliapiece and Ito IlluBtratiooB in the text, reproa 
duced in half-tone from the most celebrated paintiilKB. CtowUi 
8vo, 307 pages, St.50. 
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(DodFl of pith, lucidity, and practical coaveDlence ; and that it is sound and 
accurate the author's name is a sufficient giiBrantee. Essential historical 
and biographical facts, tugeiher with brief critical estimates aod charactci^ 
iiatloBS of leading schools and painteis, are given in a few well-chosen 
wonis ; and for students who wigh to pursue the iub}ect in detail, a list of 
Belscted authorities at iht head of each chapter points the Tray. Serrice- 

able lists are also provided o( principal e ' ■- ■■ '■*- ■*-- 

places where ther are to be found. The 
IllUElTatlons in half-tane."-UlAL. Chicaoo. 

<■ Prof. Van Dyke has performed his task with great thoroughness and 
good success. ... He seems to us dngululy happ^ iti his char- 
acteriratlon of various artists, and amasingly just in proportion. We have 
hardly found an instance in which the relanve importance accorded a given 
artist seemed to us manifestly wrong, and hardly one in which the special 
chanctetislics of a style were not adequately presented "—Nation, N. Y . 



..._ i historical schools from one aoother by t __ 

subject and technique . . . we do not know of anybody who has, 
on the whole, accomplished the tanlc with as much success as has Ur, 
Van Dyke. The book is modem in spirit and thoroughly up-to-date In 
point o( information,"— Art Amateur. 

" Professor Van Dyke has made a radical departure in one respect, in 
purposely omitting the biographical details with which test-books on art 
-— usually ennimbered, and substituting short i.--' -' --■■ -' -' - 



and ol their ratik among the painters of their time. This feature ol tha 
work is highly to be commended, as it affords means for compaiallve study 

Altogether Professor Van Dyke* ] 



test-book is worthy of general adoption, and as a volume of ready ■ 
reference for the family library it will have a distinct usefulness, ll&fl 
compact, comprehensive, and admirably arranged." — BtACON. BuSTOK. 



LONGMANS, GREEN, & CO., 

91 & 93 Fifth Avenue, NEW YORK. 




A History of Sculpture. 

ALLAN MARQUAND, Ph.D., L.H.D. 
ARTHUR L. FROTHINGHAM, Jr., Ph.D. 



Witb Frontispiece and 113 Illustrations in balF-toiie in 
text, Bibliographies, Addresses for Photographs and Casts, ( 
Crown 8yo, 313 pages, $1.50. 
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HknkvW. Kent, Curator of Ihi Siafir Mustum, W,Ukins.N.Y. 

" I.ikc the other works in this scries of yours, it is simply invaluable, 
filling 3 long-felt want. The bibliog;raphies and lists will be keenly 
appreciated by all who work with a ciass of students." 
Chahlss H. Moore, Harvard Uniz-rTsiiy. 

"The illustrations are especially good, avoiding the excessively 
black background which produce harsh contrasts and injure the oatlines 
of so many half-lone prints." 
J. M. HoppiN, YaU U*iversity. 

"These names are suRicienC guarantee for the excellence of the 
book and its Rmess for the object it was designed for. I was espeoally 
interested in the chapter on Renaissanct Sculplurt in Italy." 
Critic, New York. 

" This history is a model of condensation. . . , Each period is 
treated in full, wilb descriptions of its general characteristics and its 
individual developments under various conditions, physical, political, 
religious and the like. ... A general history o( sculpture has never 
before been written in English — never in any language in convenient text- 



n entbustaslic recep- 

o much, however, ijccouse it 
merit and allrflclive form." 



bookform. Thispubiication.lhen.shouldm 
tion among students and amateurs of 
is the only book of its kind, as for it! 
Outlook, New York. 

" A concise survey of the history of sculpture is something needed 
everywhere. ... A good feature of this book — and one which 
should be imitated — is the list indicating where casts and photographs 
may best be obtained. Of course such a volume is amply indexed." 
Notre Dame ScicolAstic. Noire Dame, Ind. 

" The work is orderly, the style lucid and easy. The illustrations, 
numbering over a hundred, are sharply cut and well selected. Resides a 
genera] bibliography, there is placed at the end of each period of style a 
special list to which the student may refer, should he wish to pursue 
more fully any particular scliii' " 



LONQNANS, QREEN & CO., Publishers. 
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